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04/24/2007 20:57 8019729579 GRAPHIC INK CO 
MATERIAL SAFETY DATA 
PRINTING INKS AND 
FLAMMASILlTY ........... l 
Date praparecL-Ol/08/07 _ prepared by ___ Doug Chesley REACTIVITY ................ O 
Section I - Chemica' product/Company Identlficati~n 
PRODUCT CLASS: QUICKSET PROCESS INK 
TRADE NAME: PHOTON PROCESS SERIES 
MANUFAC1lJRERS NAME lkADDRESS: Graphic Ink Co. 3135 W. DIRECTORS ROW S.L.C.,UT. 
EMERGENCY PHONE NUMBER: (801) 912-6142 
Section II - HAZARDOUS INGREDIENTS 
Ingredient: I Hazard Data: 
I 
I 
NO HAZARDOUS INGUDIfHl'S J OSHA PEL: 5mg/m 3 (oil mist) 
BY CURRENT OSHA 5rANDARD: J 
I 
I 




[ section III· PHYSICAL DATA 
Boiling range: NI A. 
vapor Density vs Air: HEAVIER 
Appearance: PASTE 
Evaporation Rate VS Butyl Acetone: SLOWER 
Solubility in Water: INSOWBLE 
Percent volatile Wt.: 200M + I . 4% 
Liquid Density: 8.33 LBIGA 
Speclflc Gravity: 1.01 
Type of Odor: RESINOUS VARNISH 
I: Section IV • FIRE 8t EXPLOSION DATA 
Flammability Classification: COMBUSTIBLE OSHA: 1118 DOT: NOT REGULATED 
Flashpoint: > 200 F (test metboct-ASTM 0-93) lEl.;NO DATA 
)}Extinguishing Media: 
FOAM-ex) ALCOHOL FOAM-( ) C02-(X) DRY CHEMICAL-(l WATER. FOG-ex) 
»Unusual Fite Explosion Hazards: MAY GENERATE DENSE SMOKE WHEN BURNING. 
»Special Firefighting procedures: USE SELF CONTAINED BREATHING APPARATUS TO 
AVOID POTENTIALLY HARMFUL OR IRRITATING FUMES. 
I Section V - HEALTH HAZARD DATA 
Eft'ect:s of OVer Exeposure: EYE CONTACT WILL CAUSE lRRlTATIOH. PROLONGED SKIN 
CONTACT MAY CAUSE IRRITAnON. OSHA PEL: SMG/M J (oil mist) 
Medical conditions aggravated by exposure: NONE KNOWN. 
Primary Route (s) Or Entry: DERMAL· (X) INH.ALAnON-(X} 
»Emergency .. FIrst Aid Procedures: 
EYE CONTACT--FLUSH EYES FOR 15 MINUTES WITH WATER. SEEK MEDICAL ATTENTION, 
SKIN CONTACT--WASH EFFECTED AREAS WITH SOAP &. WATER.. REMOVE CONTAMINATED 
CLOTHING lft LAUNDER BEFORE WEARING. 
INHALATION--REMOVE 10 FRESH AIR. 




04/24/2007 20:57 8019729579 
Conditions To Avoid: EXTREME HEAT. STR6NG OXIDIZING AGENTS. 
ISection VII - SPIll OR LEAK PROCEDURES 
procedure if Material is Spilled or Released: SCRAPE UP THE BULK WITH INK OR 
PUDDY KNIFE. WASH AREA WITH DETERGENT AND WATER. 
Waste Disposal Method: INCINERAllON IS THE PREFERRED METHOD< BUT ONLY BY 
UCENCED HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAl COMPANIES. . 
[ Section vm - SPECIAL PROTECTION INFORMATION 
Ventilation: GENERAl PLANT VENTILA1l0N 
Protection Gleves: SYNTHmC RUBBER GLOVES MAY BE WORN SUBJECT TO EXPOSURE. 
Respiratory Protec:tIon: NOT REQUIRED 
Eye Proted:ion: GOGGLES OR FACE SHIELD MAY BE WORN. 
other Protective Equipment PROTECTIVE OUTER.WEAR IS RECOMMENDED. 
I Section IX - SPECIAL PRECAU110NS 
Handling &. Storage: STORE UPRIGHT, IN SEALED METAL CONTAINERS AWAY FROM HEAT 
OR OPEN FLAMES. CLEAN UP SPILLS PROMPTt Y, 10 AVOID SUPPING OR TRACKING. 
other Precautions: DO NOT TRANSFER INTO UNMARKED CONTAINERS. 
The ~n and f'I!COrnrlMIndatioll$ conboirll!ld heteln are proprietary, and are furnished solely fOt use by aur custnmers. 
While berlfMld to be ttue 811d ilCClIICltJ!, tl!ey are offered solely for consideration, IlIVe$tIgatIon lind verlfleation. NO GUARANTtiE 
Of WARRANTY of any kind is expreued or implied by Graphle Ink Co. with Il!!SlJed to thiS data. TIMJ applicability of lac:al, 






04/24/2007 20:57 GRAPHIC INK CO 
MATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEET 
PRINTING INKS AND RELATED MATERIALS 
#050 
Date prepared 01l17[QO . Prepared by Doug Chesley 
Section I 
PRODUCT CLASS: Oilbaie Metallic Silver Ink 
CHEMICAL a. COMMON NAME: offset Metallic Sliver Ink. 
HMXS HAZARD MUNG 
HEALTH ........................ 1 
FLAMMABILITY ••••••••••• 1 
R REAC'rIViTY •••••••••••••••• 0 
MANUFACTURErui NAME a. ADDRI:SS: Graphic Ink Co. 3135 W. DIRECTORS ROW S.Le.,UT. 
EMERGENCY PHONE NUMBER: (801) 972-6142 












Hazard Data: Ingredient: 
Hydro treated middle so'vent OSHA PEL: 5mg/m 3 (011 mist) 




, I Section III - PHYSICAL DATA 
~Bm~I~jn-g~Ra~ng-e-:~~~~F------------------~P~e~r~~n~tv~o~la~ar.~~W~~~:~2~O~o/D~------------~ 
Vapor Density vs Air: 1.4 Uquid Density vs water: .848 
Appearance: SILVER PASTE Type of Odor: Mild odor 
evaporation" Rate v. Butyl Acetone: SLOWER 
Solubility in Water:· .0050/0 
Section IV - FIRE & EXPLOSION DATA 
Flammability Classi ca on: COMBUSTIBLE OSHA: 1118 DOT: NOT REGULATED 
FiashpoJnt: 299 F LEL-NO DATA 
»Extingulshlng Media: 
FOAM-( ) ALCOHOL FOAM-{ ) - C02-eX) DRY CHEMICAL-{X) WATER FOG-Pe) 
»Unusual Fire &. Explosion Hazards: IN HIGH HEAT, SEALED CONTAINERS CAN 
EXPLODE, DON'T PLACE ON HOT SURFACES, CONTAINS ALUMINUM, FLAMES MAY BE VEftV 
DIFFICULT TO EXTINGUISH. 
»Spedal FJrefJghting proeedUrf5: USE SELF CONTAINED BREATHING APPARATUS TO 
AVOID POTENllALL Y HARMFUL OR lRRXTAnNG FUMES. WATER MAY BE USED TO COOL 
CONTAINERS. AUTOIGNmON POSSIBLE AT EXTREME TEMPERATURE. 
I Section V - HEALTH HAZARD DATA 
Effects of Over Exeposure: EYE CONTACT WILL CAUSE IRRlTAnON. PROLONGED SKIN 
CONTACT MAY CAUSE IRRITATION. OSHA PEL: SMG/M 3 {oil mist} 
10 174' 
04/24/2007 20:57 8019729579 GRAPHIC INK CO 
" Medical conditions aggravated by exposure: NONE KNOWN. 
Primary Route (s) or Entry: DERMAL· (X) INHALATION-(X) 
»)Emergency a. First Aid procedures: 
EYE CONTACT-FLUSH EYES FOR 15 MINUTES wrrn WATER. SEEK MEDICAL ATTENTION, 
SKIN CONTACT"·WASH EFFECTED AREAS WITH SOAP a WATER. REMOVE CONTAMINATED 
CLontING & LAUNDER BEFORE WEARING. 
J:NHALAll0r"·~REMOVE TO FRESH AIR.. 
:rNGESTION-DO NOT INDUCE VOMITTING. SEEK MEDICAL ATTENTION. 
OFFSET ~UICKSET OXIDIZING INK PAGE 2 
Product Stability: STABLE 
Conditions To Avoid: EXTREME HfAT. STRONG OXIDIZING AGENTS. 
ISection VII - SPILL OR LEAK PROCEDURES 
Procedure if Material Is Spilled or Released: SCRAPE UP THE BULK WITH INK OR 
PUDDY KNIFE. WASH AREA WITH DETERGENT AND WATER.. 
Waste Disposal Method: LAND FILL APPROVED fOR INDUSTRlAL WASTES. INCINERATE 
ONLY WHERE LOCAL REGULATIONS PERMIT. DON NOT INCINERATE CLOSED CONTAINERS. 
I Section: v!~I - SPE~t:~~OTECTION INFORMATION 
Ventilation: GENERAL PLANT VENTILATION 
Protection Gloves: SYNTHmc R.UBBER GLOVES MAY BE WORN SUBJECT TO EXPOSURE. 
Respiratory Protection: NOT REQUIRED 
Eye ProtectIon: GOGGLES OR FACE SHIELD MAY BE WORN. 
Other Protective Equipment: PROTECTIVE OO'l1:RWEAR IS RECOMMENDED. 
, I ' Section IX • SPECIAL PRECAUTIONS 
Handling a. Storage: STORE UPRIGHT, IN SEALED METAL CONTAINERS AWAY FROM HEAT 
OR OPEN FLAMES. ClEAN UP SPILLS PR.OMPTLY, TO AVOID SUPPING OR TI{ACKING. 
other Precautions: DO NOT TRANSFER INTO UNMARKED CONTAINERS. 
PAGE 05 
] 
The Information and recommendations contained herein are proprilltary, and ate furnished solely fOl' \lSe by our c:ustomeJ'l 
While believed to be true and accurate, they are offered solely fur COlIldderatlon, inY8Sf:lllation and verification. NO GURRRAI 
or WARRANTY of any Idnd 15 expressed 01' Implied by Graphic Ink Co. with respttd:: to this data. The applicabJllty of l.oca~ 
State, lind Federal raws and regulations to this Information must be determined by U5er'. 
1.:1 175 
134/24/2007 213:57 81319729579 GRAPHIC INK CO 
-~ 
,~ATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEET 
PRXNTING INKS AND RELATED MATERIALS 
#050 
Date prepared 01117/00 Prepared by DQug Chesley 
Section I 
PRODUCT CLASS: Oi'''' Meta"" Ink 
CHEMICAL" COMMON NAME: offset MetalliC Ink. 
MMIS MAZARD RAUNG 
FLAMMABlUTY ••••••••••• 1 
R R.EACTIVIlY' •••••••••••••••• 0 
MANUFACTURERS NAME a. ADDRESS: Graphic: Ink Co. 3135 W. DIRECTORS ROW S~L.C.,UT. 
EMERGENCY PHONE NUMBER: (801) 972·6142 
Section II - HAZARDOUS INGREDIENTS 
Ingredient: I Hazard Data: 
I 
I 








j section III - PHYSICAL DATA 
Boiling Range: 540 F Percent vOlatile Wt.: 20010 
Vapor Density vs Air: 1.4 Uquld Density V$ Water: .848 
Appearance: SILVER PASTE Type of Odor: Mild odor 
Evaporation Rate vs Butyl Acetone: SlOWER 
·Solubility In Water: .005% 
Section IV - FIRE .. EXPLOSION DATA 
Flammability Class cation: COMBUSTIBLE 
Flashpoint: 299 F 
nExtingulshing Media: 
OSHA: 1118 DOT: NOT REGULATED 
LEL-NODATA 
FOAM-( ) ALCOHOL FOAM-{) C02-{X} DRY CHEMICAL-(X) WATER FOG-(X) 
)}Unusual fire .. Explosion Hazards: IN HIGH HEAT, SEALED CONTAINERS CAN 
EXPLODE, DON'T PLACE ON HOT SURFACES, CONTAINS ALUMINUM, FLAMES MAY BE VERY 
DIFFICULT TO EXTINGUISH. 
»Spedal Flreflghting procedures: USE SELF CONTAINED BREATHING APPARATUS TO 
AVOID POTENTlALL Y HARMFUL OR IRRITAlING FUMES. WATER MAY BE USED TO COOL 
CONTAINERS. AUTOIGNlTION POSSIBLE AT EXTREME TEMPERATURE. 
PAGE 136 
I Section V· HEALTH HAZARD DATA ] 
Effects of Over Exeposure: EYE CONTACT WILL CAUSE IRRITATION. PROLONGED SKIN 
CONTACT MAY CAUSE IRRITAlION. OSHA PEL: 5MG/M 3 (oil mist) 
s ~ 325 
10 176 
04/24/2007 20:57 8019729579 GRAPHIC INK CO 
:---~edical conditions aggravated by exposure: NONE KNOWN • 
. )"mary Route (s) or Entry: DERMAL - (X) INHALATION-eX) 
»I:mergency &. First Aid Procedures: . 
EYE CONTACT ... ·FLUSH evES FOR 15 MINUTES WITH WATER. SEEK MEDICAL ATTENTION, 
StaN CONTACT--WASH EFFECTED AREAS WITH SOAP .. WATER. REMOVE CONTAMINATED 
CLOTHING a LAUNDER BEFORE WEARING. 
INHALATlON--REMOVE TO fRESH AIR. 
INGEmON--DO NOT INDUCE VOMITTlNG. SEEK MEDICAL A1TENTION. 
OFFSET gUICKSfT OXIDIZING INK PAGe 2 
~ I Section VI - REACTIVITY DATA 
ProductstabUItY: STABLE . 
Conditiolts To Avoid: EXTREMe HEAT. STRONG OXIDIZING AGENTS. 
, ISection VII - SPIll OR LEAK PROCEDURES 
Procedure if Material Is Spilled or Released: SCRAPE UP THE BULK WITH INK OR 
PUDDY KNIFE. WASH AREA WITH DETERGENT AND WATER. 
Waste Disposal Method: LAND FILL APPROVED FOR INDUSTRIAL WASTES. INCINERATE 
ONLY WHERE LOCAL REGULAllONS PERMIT. DON NOT INCINERATE CLOSED CONTAINERS. 
PAGE 07 
I Section VIII - SPECIAL PROTECTION INF<]R~ATlON 1 
Ventilation: GENERAL PLANT VENTILATION 
Protection Gloves: SYNTHETIC RUBBER GLOVES MAY BE WORN SUBJECT TO EXPOSURE. 
Respiratory Protedion: NOT REQUIRED 
Eye Protection: GOGGLES OR FACE SHIELD MAY BE WORN. 
other Protective Equipment: PROTECllVE OUTERWEAR IS RECOMMENDED. 
_.i Sec:tionIX - SPECIAL PRECAunONS 
;oIandllng a. storage: STORE UPRIGHT, IN SEALED METAL CONTAINERS AWAY FROM HEAT 
OR OPEN FLAMES. CLEAN UP SPILLS PROMPTLY, TO AVOID SUPPING OR TRACKING. 
Other Precautions: DO NOT TRANSFER INTO UNMARKED CONTAINERS. 
The Information lind recommendations contllined herein are proprietary, and are furnished solalv for use by our customers. 
While believed to be trua and accurate, they are of'l'ered solety for c.onslderatlon, Investlptlon and verification. NO GURkRANTfE 
Or WARRANTY of any kind Is expressed or implied by Gl1Iphlc: Ink Co. with respect: to this data. The applicability of Loc:af, 
Stiata, and FederallllW1l lind regulations to this Informatfon must be determined by user. 
~ 326 10 177 
04/24/2007 20:57 8019729579 GRAPHIC INK CO 
MATERIAL SAFETY DATA #090 
'> PRINnNG INKS AND RELATED M~ ... ~;"'~ 
H9LTH •••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
FLAMMABIUTY ••••••••••• 1 
(-\te prepared Ol/lZ/OO 
< ,/ 
REArnvITY' •••••••••••••••• O 
I Section I 
, PRODUCT CLASS: Armor I bexan 
CHEMICAL a. COMMON NAME: Quickset Oxidizing Ink 
MANUFACTURERS NAME a. ADDRESS: Graphic Ink Co. 3135 W. DIRECTORS ROW S.L.C.,UT. 
EMERGENCY PHONE NUMBER: (801) 912-6142 
SectionII-HAZARDOU5INGREDIENTS 
Ingredient: Hazard Data: 
PAGE 88 
I 
*~AUPHATIC PETROLEUM HYDROCARBON 










OSHA PEL: Smg/m 3 {oil mist} 
COMBUSTABLE MATERIAL 
INGREDIENTS NOT IDENTIFIED ARE 
PROPRIETARY OR NON HAZARDOUS. 
ALL %NGREDIENTS APPEAR ON THE EPA 
TSCA INVENTORY. 
Section III • PHYSICAL DATA 
Soiling Range: 465-515 F 
Vapor Density YS Air: HEAVIER 
Appearanc:e: AMBER VISCOUS UQUID 
Evaporation Rate VI Butyl Aanone: SLOWER 
Solubility in Water: INSOLUBLE 
Percent volatile Wt.: < 15G/o 
Liquid Density vs Water: UGHTER 
Type of Odor: OLEORESINOUS 
c I I Section IV - FIRE a. EXPLOSION DATA 
Flammability aassification: COMBUSTIBLE OSHA: 1118 DOT: NOT REGULATED 
Flashpolnt: 240 F (test method-D93) LEL- 1.1 
})Extingulshlng Media: 
FOAM-(X) ALCOHOL FOAM-() C02-(X) DRY CHEMICAL-{X) WATER FOG-(X) 
»Unusual Fire a. Explosion Hazards; MAY GENERATE DENSE SMOKE WHEN BURNING. 
»Spedal Rrefighting procedures: USE SELF CONTAINED BREATHING APPARATUS TO 
AVOID POTENTIALLY HARMFUL OR IRRITATING FUMES. USE WATER TO COOL CONTAINERS. 
I Section V .. HEALTH HAZARD DATA I. J 
"'!ffects of Over Exeposure: EYE CONTACT WILL CAUSE IRRITATION. PROLONGED SKIN 
_ .£>NTACT MAY CAUSE IRRITATION. EXCESSIVE INHALATION MAY CAUSE DIZZINESS, OSHA 
PEL: 5MG/M 3 {oil mist} , . 
Medical conditions aggravated by exposure: NONE KNOWN. 
PrImary Route (s) or Entry: DERMAL - (X) INHALATION-{X) 
I' 
»Emergency Be. First Aid Procedures: ~ 327 1 0 1 78' 
~ 
04/24/2007 20:57 8019729579 GRAPHIC INK CO 
EYE CONTACT··FLUSH EYES FOR WITH WATER. SEEK MEllIOM 
SKIN CONTACT .. ·WASH EFFECTED WITH SOAP Ir. WATER. REMOVE 
CLOTHING II LAUNDER BEFORE WEARING. 
INHALATION-REMOVE TO FRESH AIR. APPLY OXYGEN OR ARTIfICIAL RESPIRATION 
- -\ NECESSARY. 
- ..;. ... GESllON-DO NOT INDUCE VOMITTING. SEEK MEDICAL AlTENTlON. 
OFFSET gUICKSET OXIDIZING INK PAGE 2 
1 , . Section VI • REACTMTY DATA 
; Produd Stability: STABLE 
- Conditions To Avoid: EXTREME HEAT. STRONG OXIDIZING AGENTS. SPARKS. 
1 section Vll .. SPILL OR LEAK PROCEDURES 
1 I 
Procedure if Material Is Spl ed or Re eased: REMOVE SOURCES OF IGNmON. WIPE SPILL 
WIL TH ABSORBENT MATERIAL, SCOOP INTO CONTAINER. WASH AREA WITH DETERGENT 
- AND WATER. 
Waste Disposal Method: LAND FILL APPROVED FOR INDUSTlAL WASTES. INQNERATE 
ONLY WHERE LOCAL REGUALTIONS PERMIT. 
Section VDI - SPECIAL PROTECTION INFORMATION 
Ven la on: GENERAL PLANT VENTlLATlON 
.1 Protection Gloves: SYNTHETIC RUBBER GLOVES MAY BE WORN SUBJECT TO EXPOSURE. 
Respiratory Protection: NOT REQUIRED 
_ Eye ProtectIon: GOGGLES OR FACE SHIELD MAY BE WORN. 
i other ProtectIve Equipment: PROTECTIVE OurERWEAR IS RECOMMENDED. 
I Section IX - SPECIAL PRECAUTIONS 
~ Handling & Storage1 STORE UPRIGHT, IN SEALED METAL CONTAINERS AWAY FROM HeAT 
OR OPEN FLAMES. CLEAN UP SPILLS PROMP11.Y, TO AVOID SUPPING OR TRACKING. 
Other Precautions: DO NOT TRANSfER INTO UNMARKED CONTAINERS. 
PAGE 09 
- The Information and recommendations contained herein are proprietary, and are furnished solely for i.tse by our customers. 
~ While believed to be true and acau1Iht they are o1't'ered solely for consideration, Investigation and veriftcatlon. NO GURRRANTEE I or WARRANTY of any kind Is expressed or Implied by Gl1Iphlc Ink Co. with rasped: to this data. The applicability of local, 
State, .nd Federal laws and regulations to this infonmttfon must be determined by user. 
3~· 328 10 179 
04/24/2007 20:57 8019729579 GRAPHIC INK CO 
'----) MATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEET #010 
/ PRINTING INKS AND RELATED MATERIALS HMIS HAZARD RATING 
HEALTH •••••••••••••••••••••• ! 
FLAMMABILITY ........... 1 
Date prepared 01110/04 ~repared by DQug Olesley R REAC1"I\Im' •••••••••••••••• 0 
I section I 
PRODUCT ClASS: GLOSSCURE SERIES 
CHEMICAL&; COMMON NAME: FOUR COLOR PROCESS INKS 
MANUFACTURERS NAME &. ADDRESS: Graphic Ink Co. 3135 W. DIRECTORS ROW S.L.C.fUT. 
EMERGENCY PHONE NUMBER: (801) 972-6142 
~~onII-HAZARDOUSINGREDIENTS 
Ingredient: Hazard Data: 
PAGE 10 
I 
NO HAZARDOUS INGREDIENTS 










OSHA PEL: Smg/m:3 (011 mist) 
Volatile portion of this product 
. I Section IIi - PHYSICAL DATA 
Bolling Range: 495-548 F 
Vapor Density vs Air: HEAVIER 
Appearance: COLORED PASTe 
Evaporation Rate vs Butyl Acetone: SLOWER 
$oI .. billty In Water: INSOWBLE 
Section IV - FIRE &. EXPLOSION DATA 
mmability Cia cation: COMBU5nSLE 
Flashpolnt: 260 F (test method·D93) 
»Extinguishing Media: 
CAS~2-47-5 
Percent vOlatile Wt.; <100/0 
Uquld Density vs Water: HEAVIER 
Type of Odor. RESINOUS VARNISH 
OSHA: 1118 DOT: NOT REGULATED 
LEL· NO DATA 
FOAM-(X) ALCOHOL FOAM-() C02-(X) DRY CHfMICAL-{X) WATER FOG-(X) 
})Unusual Fire a. Explosion Hazards: MAY GENeRATE DENSE SMOKE WHEN BURNING. 
»Spedal Firefightlng procedures: USE SELF CONTAINED BREATHING APPARA11JS TO 
AVOID POTEN1lAllY HARMFUL OR IRRlTATING fUMES. USE WATER TO COOL CONTAINERS. 
"- 329 10 180 
1 
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) 1""1 Se~ctI""!':""'o-n~V::---="H~EA~LT=H~H~A"!"'!~:::":A::-:R:::-:D:-:D="/I.:':T::-:A~-----------------, 
Effects of OVer Exeposure: EYE CONTACf WILL CAUSE IRRITATION. PROLONGED SKIN 
CONTACT MAY CAUSE IRRITATION. EXCESSIVE INHALATION MAY CAUSE DIZZINESS, OSHA 
PEL: 5MG/M 3 (oil mist) 
Medical conditions aggravated by exposure: NONE KNOWN. 
Primary Route (5) or Entry: DERMAL - (X) INHALATION-(X) 
»Emergency&. First Aid Procedures: 
EYE CONTACT--FLUSH EYES FOR 15 MINUTES WITH WATER. SEEK MEDICALAITENTION, 
SKIN CONTACf--WASH EFFeCTED AREAS WITH SOAP .. WATER. ReMOVE CONTAMINATED 
CLOTHING &-LAUNDER BEFORE WEARING. 
INHALATION--REMOVE TO FRESH AIR. APPLY OXYGEN OR ARllFIClAL RESPIRAnON 
JF NECESSARY. 
INGESTION--DO NOT INDUCE VOMITTlNG. SEEK MEDICAL ATTENTtON. 
OFFSeT QUICKSET OXIDIZING INK PAGE 2 
I Section VI - REACTIVITY DATA 
Pr-oduct stability: $fABLE 
Conditions To Avoid: EXTREME HEAT. STRONG OXIDIZlNG AGENTS. SPARKS. 
section VII - SPILL OR LEAK PROCEDURES 
Procedure if Material s Spilled or Relea : SCRAPE UP THE BULK WITH INK OR 
PUDDY KNIFE. WASH AREA WITH DETERGENT AND WATER 
Waste Disposal Method: INClNERAll0N IS THE PREFERRED METlIOD<BUT ONLY BY 
LICENCED HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL COMPANIES. 
FectJon VIII - SPECIAL PROTECTIO~ INFORMATION 
Ventilation: GENERAL PLANT VENTILATION 
Protection Gloves: SYNTHEnC RUBBER GLOVES MAY BE WORN SUBJECT TO EXPOSURE. 
Respiratory Protection: NOT REQUIRED -
Eye Protection: GOGGLES OR FACE SHIELD MAY BE WORN. 
other Protedive Equipment: PROl'ECTIVE OUl"ERWEAR IS RECOMMENDED. 
ISection IX - SPECIAL PRECAUTION~ 
Handling&' Storage: STORE UPRIGHT, IN SEALED METAL CONTAINERS AWAY FROM HEAT 
OR OPEN FLAMES. CLEAN UP SPILLS PROMPTLY, TO AVOID SUPPING OR TRACKING. 
Other Precautions: DO NOT TRANSFER INTO UNMARKED CONTAINERS. 
) 
The Information and recommendations contained herein a~ proprletaryt and are fumfshed solely for use by our customers. 
While believed to be true and itCCUnltB, they are otferecI solely for conslderatton, Investlgation and verttlcatlon. NO GURRRAHl"EE 
or WARRANTY of any kind Is expniIISHd or Implied by Graphic Ink Co. with respect to this data. 11Ie applicability of Local, 
State, and Federal laws IU1d regulations to this Int'ormation m_ be dllblnnlned by user. 







04/24/2007 20:57 801 0 ,'1'0"'-70 GRAPHIC INK CO 
MATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEET 
PRINTING INKS AND RELATED MAlCRIALS 
#010 
HMIS HAZARP RAUNG 
-HEA.L TH. ••••••••••• " ........ nl 
. FLAMMABI1lTY ........... l 
Date prepared_1/1/0L prepared by~ ChesIey ___ REACTMT'r ................ O 
Section I 
PRODUCT a.ASS: Pantone Blend Intamlx: 
CHEMICAL. COMMON NAME: Quidcset Ollbase Ink 
MANUFACTURERS NAME &. ADDRESS: Graphic Ink Co. 3135 W. DIRECTORS ROW S.L.C.,UT. 
EMERGENcY PHONE NUMBER: (801) 5»72-6142 
SectIon II ~ HAZARDOUS INGREDIE~ 
Ingredient: . I Hazard Data: 
I 
I 
NO HAZARDOUS INGREDIENTS I OSHA PEL: Smg/m 3 (oil mist) 
BY CURRENT OSHA STANDA I 
I 
I 




soiling range; 495-548 F Par'C$l'ltYOLiti wt.: <15% 
Vapor Density vs Air: HEAVIER Liquid Density YS Water: HEAVIER 
Appeal'1lnce: COLORED PASTE Type of Odor: RESINOUS VARNISH 
Evaporation Rate lIS Butyl A.eatone: SLOWER 
Solubility In Water: INSOLUBLE 
I Section IV - fIRE It EXPLOSION DATA 
flammability QassH'ication: COMBUSTIBLE OSHA: U1a DOT: NOT REGULATED 
Flashpolnt: 260 F (test method-ASTM 0-93) LE .... NO DATA 
»Extinguishlng Media: 
FOAM-(X) ALCOHOL FOAM-( } C02·PC) DRY CHEM1CAL-( WATER FOG .. (X) 
»Unusual Fire Explosion Hazards: MAY GENERATE DENSE SMOIO! WHEN BURNING. 
»)Special Firefighting procedures: USE SELF CONTAINED BREATHING APPARATUS TO 
AVOID POTENTIAllY HARMRIL OR IRRITATING FUMES. 
Section V - HEALTH HAZARD DATA 
E over Exeposure: lYE CONTACT WIll CAUSE IRRITATION. P~OLONGED SKIN 
CONTACT MAY CAUSE IRRITATION. OSHA PEL: SMG/M:5 (011 mist) 
Medical conditions aggravated by exposure: NONE KNOWN. 
Primary Route (5) or Entry: DERMAL - (Xl INHALATIONoo(X) 
»Emergency • first .AJd Procedures: 
EYE CONTACT-FLUSH EYES FOR 15 MINUTES WlTH WATER. seEK MEDICAL ATTENTION, 
SKIN CONTACT--WASH EFFECTED AREAS WITH SOAP a WATER. REMOVE CONTAMINATED 
CLOTHING. LAUNDER BEFORE WEARING. 
INHALATION-REMOVE TO FRESH AIR. 
INGESTION-DO NOT INDUCE VOMITTING. SEEK MEDICAL ATIENllON. 
PAGE 12 
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I ;; Section VI· ~CTlVITY t?!t~::: 
OffSET guICKSeT OXIDIZING INK . PAGE 2 
Product stabUlty: STA .. 
Conditiol$ To Avoid! EXTREME HEAT. SlRONG OXIDIZING AGENTS. 
Section VII - SPIU OR LEAK PROCEDURES 
Procedure If Mate as .. pHIed or Relell : SCRAPE UP THE BULK WITH INK OR 
PUDDY KNIFE. WASH.AREA WITH DETERGENT AND WATER. 
Waste Disposal Method: INCINERATION IS THE PREFERRED METHOD< BUT ONLY BY 
UCENCED HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL COMPANIES. 
Section vm .. SPECIAL PROTECTION INFORMAnON 
v*nti n: ERA1. PLANT VEN11LAnON 
Protec.tion Gloves: SYNTHETIC RUBBER GLOVES MAY BE WORN SUBJECT TO EXPOSURE. 
Re$piratory ProtectIon: NOT REQUIRED 
Eye Protec:tion: GOGGLES OR fACE SHIELD MAY BE WORN. 
Other Proted:fve Equr ment: PROTECTIVE OUTERWEAR IS RECOMMENDED. 
Section IX - SPECIAL PRECAUTIONS 
Handling. Storage: STORE UPRIGHT, IN SEALED METAL NTAINERS AWAY fROM HEAT 
OR OPEN FLAMES. CLEAN UP SPILLS PROMPll. Y, 'TO AVOID SUPPING OR TRACKING. 
Other Precautions: DO NOT TRANSFER INTO UNMARKED CONTAINERS. 
The IIIfOnnatior'I and I'fICOITII1IeIlClatJonr; GOtttaIned herein _ proprtebiry, lind .~ fumlJbecf so)eIy for ..- by our a.J!llbxneni. 
PAGE 13 
While believed to be true i!IrId accvme, they an! off'" solely for c:onsIderation, lnvest:lgation and verifIcatfoft. NO GURRAAHTEE 
CJI' WAR.RANTY of any Idnd Is apressed 01' 1mP!Jed by Graphic Ink co. with NSPKt to this cJat'L 11MI appllcablutv of LoalI, 
Stab!, and I't!lder.lIIaw5 and reg~ to this InfOrmatIon mutt be ctetem.1ned by user. 
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Effective Date 05/1012005 
According to OSHA Hazard CommunIcation Standard, 29 CFR 
1910.1200 










Material Safety Data Sheet 








Use as a solvent only in industrial manufacturing processes. 
S1111 
Shell Chemical LP 
PO Box 2463 




Emergency Telephone Number 
~~~J ~\\L> 
S<r er- P-""" S- j4' 
Chemtrec Domestic 1-80Q-424-9300 
(24 hr) 
Chemtrec 
Internationa I (24 hr) 
1·703-527-3887 
2. COMPOSITIONJINFORMATION ON INGREDIENTS 
Chemical Name 
Isopropyl Alcohol 
3. HAZARDS IDENTIFICATION 







Signs and Symptoms 
Aggravated Medical 
Condition 




Clear. Liquid. Characteristic. 
Concentration 
100.00% 
Vapours may cause drowsiness and dizziness. Irritating to 
eyes. 
Flammable liquid and vapour. Vapours are heavier than air. 
Vapours may travel across the ground and reach remote 
ignition sources causing a flashback fire danger. Electrostatic 
charges may be generated during pumping. Electrostatic 
discharge may cause fire. 
Vapours may cause drowsiness and dizziness. 
Repeated exposure may cause skin dryness or cracking. 
Irritating to eyes. 
Eye irritation signs and symptoms may include a burning 
sensation, redness, swelling, anellor blurred vision. Defatling 
dermatitis signs and symptoms may include a burning 
sensation and/or a dried/cracked appearance. Other signs and 
symptoms of central nervous system (eNS) depression may 
, include headache, nausea, and lack of coordination. 
Pre-existing medical conditions of the following organ(s) or 
organ system(s) may be aggravated by exposure to this 
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Advice to Physician 
5. FIRE FIGHTING MEASURES 
material: Eyes. Skin. 
In general no treatment is necessary, however. obtain medical 
advice. 
Remove to fresh air. If rapid recovery does not occur, transport 
to nearest medical facility for additional treatment. 
Remove contaminated clothing. Flush exposed area with water 
and follow by washing with soap if available. 
Immediately flush eyes with large amounts of water for at least 
15 minutes while holding eyelids open. Transport to the 
nearest medical facility for additional treatment. 
If swallowed, do not induce vomiting: transport to nearest 
medical facility for additional treatment. If vomiting occurs 
spontaneously, keep head below hips to prevent aspiration. 
Causes central nervous system depression. Consult a Poison 
Control Centre for guidance. 
Clear fire area of all non-emergency personnel. 
Flash point 
Explosion I Flammability 
limits in air 





Protective Equipment for 
Firefighters 
Additional Advice 
." 12°C /54 OF (Abel) 
2 -12 %(V) 
425°C /797 OF (ASTM D-2155} 
Carbon monoxide may be evolved if incomplete combustion 
occurs. The vapour is heavier than air, spreads along the 
ground and distant ignition is possible. 
Alcohol-resistant foam, water spray or fog. Dry chemical 
powder, carbon dioxide, sand or earth may be used for small 
fires only. Do not discharge extinguishing waters into the 
aquatic environment. 
Do not use water in a jet. 
Wear full protective clothing and self-contained breathing 
apparatus. 
Keep adjacent containers cool by spraying. with water. 
6. ACCIDENT At RELEASE MEASURES 
Observe all relevant local and international regulations. 
Protective measures 
Print Date 01/03/2007 
• Avoid contact with spilled or released material. Immediately 
remove all contaminated clothing. For guidance on selection of 
personal protective equipment see Chapter 8 of this Material 
Safety Data Sheet. For guidance on dispopal of spilled material 
see Chapter 13 of this Material Safety Data Sheet. Shut off 
leaks, if possible without personal risks. Remove all possible 
sources of ignition in the surrounding area. Use appropriate 
containment to avoid environmental contamination. Prevent 
~RIR'l'CRAl!"T PRESS ThUl:sdal', February 15, 
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Clean Up Methods 
Additional Advice 









Effective Dale 05/10/2005 
According to OSHA Hazard Communication Standard, 29 CFR 
1910.1200 
from spreading or entering drains, ditches or rivers by using 
sand, earth, or o1her appropriate barriers. Al1empt to disperse 
the vapour or to direct its flow to a safe location for example by 
using fog sprays. Take precautionary measures against static 
discharge. Ensure electrical continuity by bonding and 
grounding (earthing) all equipment. Monitor area with 
combustible gas indicator. 
For large liquid spills (> 1 drum), transfer by mechanical means 
such as vacuum truck to a salvage tank for recovery or safe 
disposal. Do not flush away residues with water. Retain as 
contaminated waste. Allow residues to evaporate or soak up 
with an appropriate absorbent material and dIspose of safely. 
Remove contaminated soil and dispose of safely. 
For small liquid spills « 1 drum). transfer by mechanical means 
to a labelled, sealable container for product recovery or safe 
disposal. Allow residues to evaporate or soak up with an 
appropriate absorbent material and dispose of safely. Remove 
contaminated soil and dispose of safely. 
See Chapter 13 for information on disposal. Notify authorities ii 
any exposure to the general public or the environment occurs 
or is likely to occur. Vapour may form an explosive mixture with 
air. 
Avoid breathing of or contact with material. Only use in well 
ventilated areas. Wash thoroughly after handling. For 
guidance on selection of personal protective equipment see 
Chapter 8 of this Material Safety Data Sheet. Use the 
information in this data sheet as input to a risk assessment of 
local circumstances to help determine appropriate controls for 
safe handling. storage and disposal of this materiaL 
Electrostatic charges may be generated during pumping. 
Electrostatic discharge may cause fire. Ensure electrical 
continuity by bonding and grounding (earthing) all equipment. 
Restrict line velocity during pumping in order to avoid 
generation of electrostatic discharge «= 10 m/see). Avoid 
splash filling. Do NOT use compressed air for filling, 
discharging, or handling operations. Extinguish any naked 
flames. Do Not smoke. Remove ignition sources. Avoid sparks. 
Handling Temperature: Ambient. 
Keep away from aerosols, flammables, oxidizing agents. 
corrosives and from products harmful or toxic to man or to the 
environment. Must be stored in a well-ventilated area, away 
from sunlight. ignition sources and other sources of heat. 
Storage Temperature: Ambient. 
Keep containers closed when not in use. Do not use 
compressed air for filling, discharging or handling. 
For container paints, use epoxy paint, zinc silicate paint. For 
, containers. or container linings use mild steel, stainless steel. 
Unsuitable Materials 
Container Advice 
Print Date 01/0312007 
Aluminium if> 50 °C. Most plastics. Neoprene rubber. 















Effec1ive Date 05/1012005 
According to OSHA Hazard Communication Standard, 29 CFR 
1910.1200 
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Material Safety Data Sheet 
explosive vapours. Do not cUt, drill, grind, weld or perform 
similar operations on or near containers. . 
















Mon itoring Methods 
Print Date 01/03/2007 
Occupational Exposure Limits 
Type ppm mgfm3 Notation 
TWA 200 ppm 
STEL 400 ppm 
PEL 400p~m 980 mg/m3 
TWA 400 ppm 980 mg/m3 
STEL 500 ppm 1.225 mg!m3 
Shell has adopted as Interim Standards. the OSHA PEls that 
were established in 1989 and later rescinded. 
Wash hands before eating. drinking. smoking and using the 
toilet. 
The level of protection and types of controls necessary will vary 
depending upon potential exposure conditions. Select controls 
based on a risk assessment of local circumstances. 
Appropriate measures include: Adequate explosion-proof 
ventilation to control airborne concentrations below the 
exposure guidelinesllimits. Eye washes and showers for 
emergency use. 
Personal protective equipment (PPE) should meet 
recommended national standards. Check with PPE suppliers. 
If engineering controls do not maintain airborne concentrations 
to a level which is adequate to protect worker health, select 
respiratory protection equipment suitable for the specifiC 
conditions at use and meeting relevant legislation. Check with 
respiratory protective equipment suppliers. Where air-filtering 
respirators are suitable, select an appropriate combination of 
mask and filter. Select a filter suitable for organic gases and 
vapours [boiling point >65 °C (149 OF)] meeting EN 141. Where 
air-filtering respirators are unsuitable (e.g., airborne 
concentrations are high, risk of oxygen deficiency, confined 
space) use appropriate positive pressure breathing apparatus. 
Longer term protection: Natural rubber. Butyl rubber. Incidental 
contact/Splash protection: Neoprene rubber. Viton. Suitability 
and durability of a glove is dependent on usage. e.g. frequency 
and duration of contact, chemical resistance of glove material • 
glove thickness, dexterity. Always seek advice from glove 
suppliers. Contaminated gloves should be replaced. 
Chemical splash goggles (chemical monogoggles). 
Use protective clothing which is chemical resistant to this 
material. Safety shoes and boots should also be chemical 
resistant. 
Monitoring of the concentration of substances in the breathing 
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Effective Date 05110/2005 
According to OSHA Hazard Communication Standard. 29 CFR 
1910.'200 
zone of workers or in the general workplace may be required to 
confirm compliance with an GEL and adequacy of exposure 
controls. For some substances biological monitoring may also 
be appropriate. Examples of sources of recommended air 
monitoring methods are given below or contact supplier. 
Further national methods may be available. National Institute of 
Occupational Safety and Health (NJOSH). USA: Manual of 
analytical Methods 
http://www.cdc.gov/nioshlnmarnlnmammenu.htmIOccupational 
Safety and Health Administration (OSHA). USA: Sampling and 
Analytical Methods http://WWW.osha-
slc.gov/dtslsltclmethodsltoc.htm I Health and Safety Executive 
(HSE). UK: Methods for the Determination of Hazardous 
Substances http://www.hsl.gov.uklsearch.htm 
Local guidelines on emission limits for volatile substances must 
be observed for the discharge of exhaust air containing vapour. 




Melting / freezing point 
Flash point 
Explosion / Flammability 





Vapour density (air=1) 
Volatile organic carbon 
content 
Evaporation rate (nBuAe=1) 
Clear. Liquid. 
Characteristic. 
82 - 83 "C /180 - 181 DF 
-88 "C 1-126 of 
: ~ 12 "C / 54 of (Abel) 
2 -12 %(V) 
425 DC 1797 of (ASTM D-2155) 
4,100 Pa at 20°C I 68 of 
0.78·0.79 at 20°C /68 of 
Completely miscible. 
2 al20 "C/SS of 
100% 
1.5 (ASTM 03539, nBuAe=1) 
1 O. STABILITY AND REACTIVITY 
Stability 
Conditions 10 Avoid 
Materials to Avoid 
Hazardous Decomposition 
Products 
Stable under normal conditions of use. Reacts with strong 
oxidising agents. Reacts with strong acids. 
Avoid heat, sparks, open flames and other ignition sources. 
Strong oxidising agents. Strong acids. 
Thermal decomposition is highly dependent on conditions. A 
complex mixture of airborne solids, liquids and gases, including 
carbon monoxide, carbon dioxide and other organic compounds 
will be evolved when this material undergoes combustion or 
thermal or oxidative degradation. 
11. TOXICOLOGICAL INFORMATION 
Basis for Assessment 
Acute Oral Toxicity 
Print Date 01/03/2007 
Information given is based on product testing. 
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Material Safety Data Sheet 
Acute Dermal Toxicity 





Repeated Dose Toxicity 
I Material 
Ilsoero[!~1 Alcohol 













Low toxicity: LDSO >2000 mgikg • Rabbit 
Low toxicity: LC50>5000 ppm 11 hours, Rat 
High concentrations may cause central nervous system 
depression resulting in headaches, dizziness and nausea; 
continued inhalation may result in unconsciousness andlor 
death. 
Not Irritating to skin. 
Prolonged/repeated contact may cause defatting of the skin 
which can lead to dermatitis. 
Irritating to eyes. 
Inhalation of vapours or mists may cause irritation to 1he 
respiratory system. 
Not a skin sensitiser. 
Kidney: caused kidney effects in male rats which are not 
considered relevant to humans 
Carcinogenicity Classification 
ACGIH Group A4: Not classifiable as a human carcinogen. 
lARC 3: Classification not possible from current data. 
Causes foetotoxicity in animals at doses which are maternally 
toxic. 
Exposure may enhance the toxicity of other materials. 
Low toxicity: LCJECflCSO > 100 mg/l 
Low toxicity: LC/ECIICSO > 1000 mg/l 
Expected to have low toxicity: LClEClIC50 > 1000 mg/l 
Low toxicity: LCIECIICSO > 1000 mg/l 
Mobility Dissolves in water. 
If product enters soil, it will be highly mobile and may 
contaminate groundwater. 
Persistenceldegradability Readily biodegradable meeting the 10 day window criterion. 
Oxidises rapidly by photo-chemical reactions in air. 
Sloaccumulation Not expected to bioaccumulate significantly. 
13. DISPOSAL CONSIDERATIONS 
Material Disposal Recover or recycle if possible. It is the responsibility of the 
waste generator to determine the toxicity and physical 
properties of the material generated to determine the proper 
waste classification and disposal methods in compliance with 
applicable regulations. 
Container Disposal Drain container thoroughly. After draining, vent in a safe place 
away from sparks and fire. Residues may.cause an explosion 
hazard. Do not puncture, cut or weld uncleaned drums. Send 
to drum recoverer or metal reclaimer. 
Local Legislation Disposal should be in accordance with applicable regional, 
national, and local laws and regulations. Local regulations may 
618 
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Material Safety Data Sheet 
be more stringent than regional or national requirements and 
must be complied with. 
14. TRANSPORT INFORMATION 
US Department of Transportation Classification (49CFR) 
Identification number UN 1219 
Proper shipping name Isopropanol 
Class I Division 3 
Packjng group II 




Proper shipping name 









IAT A (Country variations may apply) 
Identification number • UN 1219 
Proper shipping name Isopropanol 
Class I Division 3 
Packing group II 
15. REGULATORY fNFORMATION 


























SARA Hazard Categories (311/312) 
7/8 
Print Date 01/0312007 
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Effeclive Date 05/1012005 
According to OSHA Hazard Communication Standard, 29 CFR 
1910.1200 
Immediate (Acute) Health Hazard. Rre Hazard. 
State Regulatory Status 
California Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act (Proposition 65) 
This material does not contain any chemicals known to the State of California to cause cancer. birth 
defects or other reproductive harm. 
New Jersey Rig~t. To-Know Chemical List 
Isopropyl Alcohol (67-63-0) 100.00% 
Usted. 
Pennsylvannia Righl-To-Know Chemical List 
Isopropyl Alcohol (67-63-0) 100.00% Environmental hazard. 
Listed. 
16. OTHER INFORMATION 
NFPA Rating (Health,. 
Fire, Reactivity) 
MSDS Version Number 
MSDS Effective Date 
MSDS Revisions 
MSDS Regulation 
Uses and Restrictions 
MSDS Distribution 
Disclaimer 




A vertical bar (I) in the left margin indicates an amendment 
from the previous version. 
The content and format of this MSDS is in accordance with the 
OSHA Hazard Communication Standard, 29 CFR 1910.1200. 
Use as a solvent only in Industrial manufacturing processes. 
The information in this document should be made available to 
all who may handle the product 
The information contained herein is based on our current 
knowledge of the underlying data and is intended to describe 
the product for the purpose of health, safety and environmental 
requirements only_ No warranty or guarantee is expressed or 
implied regarding the accuracy of these data or the results to 
be obtained from the use of the product. 
818 
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CITY ••••••••••••• : ~PLETON STATE •• :WI ZIP, •• :$49l2 
MSDS PREPARED BY .: P~Ot1CT SAFETY DEPAR'l'MENT 
DATE PREPARED •••• : 09/29/00; LAST REVISED 12/1/00 





PROPRIETARY MATERIAL ••••• NOT HAZ Not S.tablished (NE) NE 
PROPRIETARY GLYCOL ETHER* 
15 
NO'! HAZ. HE NE 
0-10 
ME 5-
DENATURED ETHANOL~* 64-l7-5 lOOOppm lOOOppm HE 5-15 
ACRYLIC PoLYMER (1) Not Haz. 
WATER (1) •••••••••.••••• 7732-18-5 
NE 
NE 
ME NE 30-40 




!fON-HAZARDOUS ~'l' AS DUlRE!) )1 29 en 19l0.1200. LISTIW:HllU! PER 
HEW J~sn WORRlia AND COMKlINIT"t RIGHT TO ~ AI:l'. 
Al.1. INr.;R!M~S ME CLEAR UNDU 'rim TOXIC BUlS'1"J\N'CiS CON'l'ROL ACT 
SAM 31l MATSlltAl. 
CONTAINS S' lOiTJiA!«lL 
. ~~\-\tdd\~ M~~ 










THEORETICAL vex: CON'1'BN1-t 
(puc:ent. o£ WEIGHT) 
< 85 
pH (Cane): 
< 30 « 2.4*lgal) 
NA INA '"' ZiOT APPLICULEI 
SPECIFIC 
GIUlVITY 
(H2O = 1) 
1.02 
WEIGHT PER. GALLON 
}l.PPl;OX 8. S lb ' 
-I- VOC uss ~~ (VOCLXI - 2.4_lgal and voc: W!'l'!l ~ (VOCWX) - G.9f11~111 [})Ilr CQl5.tl>tmii illUe 
1124) 
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MATERIAL BAE'E!l;'Y DATA SHEET - CEHS-01SE 
TRADE NAME: FANAPART FADDING ADfltSlVE 
PAGE Z 
VAPOR PRESSURE 
(mm of Hg) 
25 ~ 20C 
vapOR DENSITY 






Baais (BUTYL ACET=l) 
NOT DETERMINED 
SOLUBILITY IN WAXER. 
INFINITE 
.RE.\c::rIVITY IN WATER 
NOT REACTIVE 
[ 
APPEAAANCE 1WD ODOR: 
MILKY LIQUID, SWEET ODOR 
FLAMMABLE LIMITS 









HMIS CODES: (HEAI/J:H/F~ILITY/R.BAJ;TIVITY/PROTECTION) '" 1/2101-
EXTINC;rJISHER, MEDIA: CAR130N DIOXIDE, FOAM, OR DRY CHEMICAL 
SPECIAL FIRE FIGHTING PROCEDURES: NON,& }(NOWN TO APPLETON PAPERS 
UNUSUAL FIRE JWD EXPLOSION HAZARDS: NONE KNOWN TO APPLETON PAPERS 
COKBU5TION PRODUCTS: SMOkE; BOOT: CO; CO2 
[ 
Ni - NO'!' BSTIMM'.E1:l 
ND .,. lVO'!' D~;gD 
IS THIS CHEHICA.L STABLE UNDER NOlWAL OONDITIONS OF J!ANDLING/STOAAGE ('Y:/N) 1 Y 
CONDITIONS TO AVOID {REGARDING STABILITY}: NONE 
INCOMPATI15ILITY (MATERIALS TO AVOID): STRONG OXIDIZERS-
HAZARDOUS DECOMPOSITION PR.ODrJCTS: CO;C02; SMOKE; SOOTi ETC. 
HAS.AR.DOUS POLYMERIZATION POSSIBLE (r/M) ? N 
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MATERIAL SAFET~ DArA SHEET - eEHS-01SE 
'l'AA.DE NlViE: FANJU'AR'I' PADDING MlHli:SIVE 
PAGE 3 
I Sl!IC!rION V:( - KBWI!B JUW!.!U)S 
ROUTES or ENTRY: INHALATION, SKIN ABSORPTION (INGES'I'ION UNL!KEL~j 
SIGNS lWD S'fMP'l'OMS ot ACU'll1 OVEREXPOSURE: 
SKIN REDDENING i1.ND/OR IRRITATION, CENTRAL NERVOUs SYSTEM E.ETECTS SUCH i\S 
DIZZINESS, NAUSEA AND HEA~CHE. 
CHRONIC OVEREXPOSORE l 
: 
REPEATED OR PROLONGtD OVER-EXPOSURE TO l?RODl1~ VAPORs MAX CAUSE IRRITATION or 
MUCOUS MEMBRANES, SKIN AND· EYES; DAMAGE TO LIVER, KIDNEY AND THE CENTRAL 
NERVOUS SYSTEM; AND POSSIBLE R~PRODUCTlVE EFFECTS (DUE TO ETHANOL). 
CHEMICAL LISTED AS A CARCINOGEN OR P01EN1IAL CARCINOGEN 
NATIONAL TOXICOLOGY pP.f')QI.iW IARe MONOGRAPHS 
(1/NI: N (YIN): N 
OSHA 
O:/N): N 
TERATOGEN: NOT FOR PRODUCT MUTAGEN: NOT FOR PRODUCT. NOT A SENSITIZER. 
ME!JICAt. CONDITIONS GENERAI,T.S: AGGRAVl!TED BY EXPOSUk.E:NONE KNOWN TO APPLETON 
PAPERS 
* 
• INP.Ald'il Ie'll: 
* 
IF AFFEC"T!:De MOVE Tr.:: :r?.ESH AlI'.. AVOID f'ROI.'.)N\:iEl) OR REli'tATED 
INH,II..LATION or PRODUCT V!<POR OR MIS?? 
* 
* CLEAN RtlNNXNI# WATER. 
• 
#I SRIN CC-NTACTl 11-1 CASE OF SKIN CONTACT r FLUSH WITH CLEAN WATER. WASH 
I< WITH 50.liP AND WAnR. 
* 
• OF wr.TE? OR HILK AND ChLL A PHYSICIAN • 
• ~.+*~*w*w.w*~ •• * ••• *.*~*~*~*~*+*.*.*.*.*.*.*.*.*~*~*.*+*~*~.~*.'*.~.**~*~*.*.W 
... 
HAZAIW CLASS" •••••• ; COMB LIQUID 
US DOT IIJ NUMBER. ••• : NONE 
UNINI! NUMBER ••••••• : NONE 
... Eor 8urfQ(!~ shiplllelltl (ane! fOI: 
OSlIA RaJ:ard COmlllUn1catiO'll Stalldard) 
H1.ZAIW r:;LASS** ••••• : :3 [l':&ck.i.ng GraUl> IIlI 
OS 1)0'1 ID NUMBER ••• : 1133 
[]NINA NUMBER ••••••• : UN 
.... rOl: =il: ,bJ.pIIle1\ta 
WHMIS'CLASS/DIVrslONt Class a, Div. 3 and Class 0, Div. 2, Bubdiv. A 
PRECADTIONS 'TO 1111 TIlKSN ;m·lUlNDLING .AND STORAGJ::l 
DO NOT STORE OR HANDLE PRODUCTS IN ~ PRESENCE OF ~, SPARKS, OR OPEN' 
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MATERIAL SAFEty ~TA SHEET - CEES-01SE 
TRADE NAME; FANAPAAT PADDING ADHE:SIVE 
= 
P. 4 
OTHER PRECAUTIONS: DO NOT TAKE INTERN1\LLt. CONTAINS HJl.RMFt1L ALcqtOL DENATUAAN1'S 
WHICH CANNOT BE REMOVED BY NORMJU, ME'l'HODS. . 
STEPS TO BE 'lAKEfJ .IN CASE MATERIAL IS RELEASED OR'SPILLEDt 
REMOVE IGNITION SOURCES. COm'AIN SPILL. ADD ABSORBENT MAtERIAL; PICK UP 
AND CONTAINERIZE FOR SUBSEQUENT DISPOSAL. FLUSH AREA WITH WJl.TER TO REMOVE 
PRODUCT RESIDUE, DIRECTING FLUSHATE TO THE SEWER. 
WASTE DISPOSAL MnHODS: 
THIS PRODUCT, I~ DISPOSED AS SHIPPED, MEETS EPA CRITERIA OF A HAZARDOUS 
WAST~ ON THE BASIS OF ITS IGNITABILITY (RCRA NUMBER 0001). DISPOSE OF IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH APPLICABLE STATE OR COMMUNITY REGULATIONS. 
SEClI.'J:ON VIIX - CONlmOL ~s : 
RESPIRATORY PROTECTION: 
NOT REQUIRED IN NORMAL US~ 
VANTILATION REQUIREMENTS: 
LOCAL OR MECHANICAL EXHAUST IS SATISFACTORY 
LOCAL EXHAUST: 








NOT REQUIRED IN NORMAL USE 
EYI! PROTECTION/· 
NOT REQutRED rN NORMAl. USE 
OTHER. PROTECTIVE CLOTHING OR EQUIPMENT: 
APRON OR OTHER CLOTHING PROTECTION 
WOWHYGI1JNIC PR.ACTICES: 
KEEl? WORK' AREA CLEAN. AVOID CONTACTnlG SIaN AND CLOTHES (MATERIAL MAY BE 
DIFFICULT TO REMOVS) 
5~346 
10 198 
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of ........ __ ._ ••• ---... 
~~!AB'E~:.!TA s~-= c~~ .... ~===== .. "' .. ~ .It ~~=_~ .. '::::==l 
I~ 'tt~..J 
: SEC!PXON J: 
I 
TRADE NAME • ••••••• : FANAPART PAODING PtDHESIVI!: 
MSDS NUMBER ., •• ,.: CEHS-013E 
SYN01VY'.t4$ •••••• , •• ; EDGE PADO!NG PtDHESlVE 
MlWUFACTfJRER ••••• : APPLETON PAPERS INC 
roB. .ILL tm.'s J'R.C4!i OB280IJJl.:IK 
0. A'R!' r.o!t's 1nTH "1 l::'MIfBBM AND 
·mwo ~!l.";EERS. 
~~y PRONE •• : 1-S00~424-9300(CHEMT~C} [FROM OUTsIDE USA 703/527-3887J 
OTHER CALLS ••• •.•• : 1-800"922"'1723 (TECHNICAL SERVICES) 
ADDRESS •••••••••• ; 825 E. WISCONSIN AVENUE 
CITy •••.••.•••••• : APPLETON STATE •• :WI ZIP. •• :54912 
MSDS PREPARED Br .: PRODUCT SAFETX DEPARTMENT 






PROPRIETARY MA.l'ERIAL ••••• 
PROP~IETARY GL~COL ETHER* 
15 
NOT HAZ Not Establishad (NE) NE 
NOT H}l.Z. 
DENATURED ETHANOL** 64-17-5 
ACRYLIC POLYMER (1) Not Haz. 
WATER (1) ............... 7732-18"'5 
NE 













III NON-HAaARDOOH COMPONENT AS DEFINED :sY ~9 Ci'R 1910.1200. wS'!'ED HERE PER 
lfiW JERSEY WOll.KEl\ AND COMMUNl'r¥" RIGHT TO I<NOW ACT. 
(2) AM .. INGREDI:mrS Ani CLEM tmD~ 'I'lI!: TOXIC BUBSTANCltS CONTROL ACT 
T IW\A 313 MATERIAL 












THEORETICAL voc CONTEN'1* 
(percent cf WEIG1{T) 
< 85 
pH (cona): 
< 30 « 2.4#lgal) 
NA INA - NO'l' APPLIC,l5l,.li:1 
SPECIFIC 
GRAv.r:rr 
(Jf2() - l} 
1.02 
WEIGHT PER (;AI,WN 
APP~OX a.s lb , 







APR. 25.2007 9:56AM WEST COAST PAPER __ NO. 654_P. 6 ___ _ 
Feb 17, 09:38 CST : Appleton Papers, Ino (09:39) Page 3 of 5 
MATERIAL SAFEXY DATA SHE~T ~ CEHS-013E 




(nun 0:( Hg) 
2S @ 20C 
VAPOR DENSI'J'Y 
(Air = 1) 
< 1 
JJENS!'lY EVAPORATION ~TE 
Basls (BUTYL' ACET=l) 
NO~ DETEP.MINEO 
SOLUBILITY IN WATER 
J:NFINl'I'E 
REACTIVITY IN WATER 
NOT REACTIVE 
APPEARANCE AND ODOR; 
MILKY LIQUID, SWgET ODOR 
l'LAMMABLB LIMITS 









H.MIS CODES: (HEALTHIFLAMMABILiTYIREACTIVITYIPROTEC'l'ION) = 1/2./0f-
EXTINGUISHER MEDIA: CARBON DIOXIDE, FOAM, OR DRY CHEMICAL 
SPECIAL FIRE FIGHTING PROCE!iUUSs NOm; I<NOWN TO APPLE'l'ON PAPERS 
UNUSUAL FIRE iWD EXPLOSION HAZARDS: NONE KNOWN TO APPLETON PAPERS 
COMBUS'.tION PRODUCTS I SMOKE; SOOT; CO; C02 
NO ~ NOT DET~ED 
IS 'ISIS CHEMICAL STABLE CINDER NOP.W1L CONDITIONS OF HM/IJf,INGISTORAGE (YIN)? Y 
cawITIONS TO AVOID (REGARDING STMJII.r:r:O: NONE 
INr::OMPATIJ3!LITf' (MtlTERIALS TO AVOID): STRONG OXIDIZERS' 
HllZARDOUS DECOMPOSI'1ION PRODUCTS: CO;C02}SMOKE/SOOf;EfC. 
Hl!ZlllWOUS POLYMERIZMION POSSI.8LE (rlN) ? N 
CONDITIONS '10 AVOID (REGARDING POLYMEUZMION): NOm: :KNOWN TO APPLETON' PPlPE,RS 
J 
, I 
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~TERIAL SAFET~ ~~ SHEET • CEHS-013E 
TRADE N.l\M:e:: FANAPAA'l' PADDING ADHESM 
PAGE 3 
I 
ROUTES 01 ENTR.Y; INHPJ.A'l'ION, SIaN ABSORPTION (INGESTION UNLlKEL'd 
SIGNS AND SrMPTCMS OF ACUTE OVEREXPOSURE: 
~KIN ~DDENrNG ANDloR IRlUTA'l'IOI'f, CENTRAL NERVOUS SYSTEM EFFECTS SUCH AS 
DIZZINESS, NAUSEA AND ~HE. 
CHRONIC OVEREXPOSURE: " 
REPEATED OR PROLONGED OVER-EXPOSURE TO PRODUCT VAPORS ~y CAUSE tRRI'l'ATION OF 
MUcous MEMBRANES, SKIN }\ND" :ilESI DAMAGE TO LIVER, !aDNEY AND THE CENTRAL 
NERVOUS SYSTEM; AND POSSIBLE REPRODUCTIVE EFFECTS (PUE TO EtHANOL). 
CHEMICAL LISTED AS A CARCDlOGEN OR E'O'l'EmrAL CAIW:nJOG£N 
NNUONAL TOXICOLOGr PROGf..N:.I IARC MONOGRAPHS 
(YIN) I N (YIN): N 
OSHA 
(YIN): N 
TERATOGEN: NOl' FOR PRODUCT MU'l'AGEN. NOT FOR PRODUCT. NOT A SENSITIZRR. 




• INHALAIIC'N: IF AFFEr.TE~, MOVE TO FPLSH AIR. AVOID PROLON~eD OR REPEATED ... 
* UJHAtA'l'ION O!l' F?J.JDtlc'l' ~O~F ,:,!.' ..!.M~I;.::.S.:.'r _____ ~ ______ *- '", 
* 
Hi CASE: OF erE: CCNTACl', IMMEDIA'l'E.LY f11)SH WITH E'LENTY OF 
* CLEA.N RlINlUNG WATER. 
* SKIN C(lNTACT: IN (',I\.~E OF sral~ CONTAt:'T, nUSH WITH CLEAN WATER. WASH 
'* WITH SOAP ~~D WATER. 
IE' WGE.'3TEO r 00 NOT INDUCE VOMl.TIN~. DRINK A LAP.GIl: AHOtm'l' 
* OF waTER OR MILK AND CALL A FHYSICIAW. *-.• ~*~*~ •• *~.~~.*~~~*-*~ •• *~*.*+* •• ~* •• ~*.*~*+.~* •• ~*~*~ .•••• *.*~*~~.*+* ••• *~*+* 
'* 
HllZARD CLlsSS* ••• , •• : COMB LIQUID 
us DOT ID NOMBER. ••• : NONE 
UNINA NUMBER ••••••• : NONE 
• for surfaco ghi~nts (and. tor 
OSHA a~:~rd C~Ca~lQn standard) 
: 
BAZNW CLASS*'" "' •••• : .'3 (PaCltlnq Grou,p rl:t) 
OS DO'! ID NUMBSR ••• = 1133 
ClNINA NUMBER ••••••• : UN 
+* POl:' a1r slUpmeJlu 
WHMIS CLASS/DIVISION: Class S, Div. 3 and Class D, D1v. 2, subdiv. A 
PRECATJTIONS TO 13& TAKEN IN· HlWDUNG AND STORAGE: 
DO NOT STORE OR HANDLE PRODUCTS IN THE PRESENCE OF HEAT, SPARKS, OR OPEN 
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MATERIJU, SAFETY OATA SHUT'" CEHs-013E 
TRADE NAm: nNAPAR'l' PADDING ADHESIVE 
PAGE 4 
£ u 
OTJJeR PRECAUTIONS: 00 NOT TAKE IN'TlRNALLY. CON'XAINS HArornJL ALCOHOL DENATURANTS 
WH!CH CANNOT BE ru:MOVED BY NOlUiAL MlS:l'HOOS. .. 
STZPS TO BE TAKE:N IN CASE MATERIAL IS 1IJ:LEASED OR'SPILLI:J}f 
ftEMOYE IGNU'ION SOtmCES, CONTAIN SPILL. 1\DO ABSORBENT MATERIALJ PICK uP 
AND CONtAIt-l'ERlZE FOR SUBSEQUENT DISPOSAL. FLUSH APJ:A WITH WATER TO JU:MOVE 
PP.QOUCT P.ESIDUE, DlREC'l!ING l!'LUSHATE TO THE SEWER. 
WllST£ DISPOSAL METHOVS: 
THIS PRODUCT, IF DISPOSED AS SHIPPED, MEETS EPA CRIrE1UJ\ OF A HAZARDOUS 
WASTE ON 'fiiE 8M18 OF ITS IGNITlU3IL1TY (ReM NUMBER 0001). DIst?OSE OF IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH APPLICABLE S~TE OR COMMUNITt REGULATIONS. 
RESPIRATORY PROTECTION: 
NOT REQUIRED IN NORMAL US! 
VtNTILATION REQUIREMENTS: 
LOCAL OR MECHANIC1\L EXHAUST IS SA'l'1SFAC'l'ORY 
LOCAL E:XHAUST: 








NOT REQUIRED !N NO~ US& 
C'tE PROTECTION: 
NOT REQUIRED IN NORMAL USE 
OTHER PROTECTIVE CLOTHING OR EQUIPMEN':r: 
APRON' OR OTHER CLOTHING PROTECTION 
W01lK/HY'GIENIC J?RAC7'ICES: 
l<EEP WORK' AREA CLEAN. AVOID CONIAC'l'ING SKIN J\ND CLOTHES (MATERIAL M1\.Y BE 
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MA TERJAL SAFETY DATA SHEET 
IN CASE OF EMERGENCY CALL CHEMTREC AT 1-800-424-9300 
PRODUCT IDENTIFICATION AND COMPANY IDENTIFICATION: 
15 November 2004 
1 September 2004 
Product Name: GOJO® NATURAL* ORANGETM PUMICE HAND CLEANER 
Company Name & Address: 
Emergency Phone: 
Non-Emergency Phone: 
MSDS Request Phone: 
GOJO Industries, Inc. 
One GOJO Plaza, Suite 500 
Akron, OH 44311 
1-800-424-9300 CHEMTREC 
(330) 255-6000 
(330) 255-6000 x8804 
2. INFORMATION ON INGREDIENTS: 
HAZARDOUS INGREDIENTS CAS NUMBER OSHA PEL ACGIHTLV % RANGE 
None 
Other ingredient(s) with notification requirements: CAS NUMBER List 
D-Limonene 5989-27-5 CN 1 
3. HAZARDS IDENTIFICATION: 
EMERGENCY OVERVIEW 
\Nhen used according to instructions, the product applicable to this MSDS is safe and presents no 
immediate or long-term health hazard. However, abnormal entry routes, such as gross ingestion, may 
require immediate medical attention. 







Health --=..!LFlammability _1_Reactivity _O_Personal Protection None 
May cause eye irritation. 
No irritation or reaction expected. 
Not applicable. 
May cause upset stomach, nausea (Abnormal entry route). 
Not listed as a carcinogen by NTP, IARC, OSHA or ACGIH. 





Do not rub eyes. Flush eyes thoroughly with water for 15 minutes. If condition 
worsens or irritation persists, contact physician. 
Not applicable. 
Not applicable. 
Do not induce vomiting. Contact a physician or Poison Control Center. 
S /352 
10 204 
GOJO® NATURAL* ORANGE'TM PUMICE HAND CLEANER 
5. FIRE FIGHTING MEASURES: 
NFPA: Health _O_Fire _1_R~activity _0_ 
Flash point °FrC (PMCC method): Not determined. 
Unusual Fire and Explosion Hazards: None known. 
Special Fire Fighting Procedures: None known. 
Page 2 of 2 
Extinguishing Media: -1L Water Fog ~ Alcohol Foam -1L CO2 -1L Dry Chemical __ Other 
6. ACCIDENTAL RELEASE MEASURES: 
No special requirements. Water clean up and rinse. CAUTION - WILL CAUSE SLIPPERY SURFACES. 
7. HANDLING AND STORAGE: 
Store at normal room temperature away from reach of small children. Keep containers sealed. Use older 
containers first. Avoid freezing conditions. 





Protective Equipment or Clothing: 
None required under normal conditions. 
None required under normal conditions. 
None required under normal conditions. 
None required under normal conditions. 
None required under normal conditions. 
9. PHYSICAL AND CHEMICAL PROPERTIES: 
Appearance and Odor 
pH (undiluted): 
VOC,%: 
Creamy opaque viscous gel, orange fragrance. 
5.0-B.O 
7% 
10. STABILITY AND REACtiVITY: 
StablelNon reactive product. 
11. TOXICOLOGICAL INFORMATION: 
No acute or chronic toxic effects expected when used according to directions. 
12. ECOLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONS: 
No ecological or special considerations when used according to directions. Not considered environmentally 
harmful from normal dilution, expected usage and typical drainage to sewers, septic systems and treatment 
plants. 
13. DISPOSAL CONSIDERATIONS: 
No special considerations when disposed according to local, state and Federal regulations. 
14. TRANSPORT INFORMATION: 
Not classified as a hazardous material. 
15. REGULATORY AND OTHER INFORMATION: 
TSCA: All ingredients are listed or exempt per reference 15 USC 2602 (2)(8)(iv). 
Complies with current FDA regulations for cosmetic and/or over-the-counter drug products. 
Notice: The information herein is based on~data considered to be accurate as of the date of preparation of this material safety data sheet. 
However, no warranty or representation, expressed or implied, is made as to the accuracy or completeness of the foregoing data and 
safety information. The user assumes all liability for any damage or injury resulting from abnormal use, from any failure to adhere to 
recommended practices or from any hazards inherent in the nature of the product. 
Document#: 7255-502 10 205 
Clorox Company 
1221 Broadway 
Oakland, CA 94612 
Tel. (510) 271-7000 
Material Safety 
Data Sheet 
I Product: FORMULA 409® CLEANER· DE GREASER 
D . f escnp: Ion: GR EENLQ I UID 
Other Designations Distributor Emergency Telephone Nos. 
For Medical Emergencies call: 
All Purpose Cleaner 
, Clorox Sales Company (800) 446-1014 
1221 Broadway For Transportation Emergencies 
Oakland, CA 94612 Chemtrac 
(800) 424-9300 
II Health Hazard Data III Hazardous Ingredients 
Mild eye irritant. Overexposure to this product may cause the Worker Ingredients Concentralion Worker ExDosure Limit 
Exposure Limit of ethylene glycol monobutyl ether to be exceeded. 
Reports have associated blood and bone marrow damage with exposure to Ethylene Glycol 0.5-5% 25 ppm TLV-TWA 
ethylene glycol monobutyl ether. Monobutyl Ether 25 ppm PEL 
CAS # 111-76-2 
No medical conditions are known to be aggravated by exposure to this 
product. Under normal consumer use conditions the likelihood of any Substance can be absorbed through the skin and may contribute to 
adverse health effects are low. overall exposure. 
None of the ingredients in this product are on the IARC, NTP or 
FIRST AID: OSHA carcinogen lists 
EYE CONTACT: Immediately flush eyes with plenty of water. If irritation TLV - TWA - Threshold Limit Value - Time Weighted Average. 
persists, see a doctor. Source: ACGIH 1985-86. 
SKIN CONTACT: Wash with water. PEL - Permissible Exposure Limit. Source: OSHA 
INGESTION: Not an apparent hazard. 
INHALATION: If breathing problems develop remove to fresh air. 
IV Special Protection and Precautions V Transportation and Regulatory Data 
Hygienic Practices: Wear safety glasses. With repeated or prolonged use, U.S. DOT Hazard Class: Not restricted 
wear gloves. 
U.S. DOT Prol2er Shil2l2ing Name: Not restricted. 
Engineering Controls: Use general ventilation to minimize exposure to 
vapor or mist. 
EPA - SARA Title III1C!;RQLA: 
Work Practices: Minimize skin contact and inhalation of vapor or mist. Bottled product is not reportable under Sections 311/312; contains 
chemicals regulated under Section 313 (ethylene oxide = trace, glycol 
Not recommended for use on soft vinyl. varnishes or aluminum. If sprayed ethers < 5%); and contains chemicals (glycol ethers < 5%, 
on these suriaces, rinse and wipe dry immediately. ethylenediaminetetracetic acid < 1.0%, ethylene oxide = trace, and 
sodium hydroxide < 0.5%) which are regulated under Section 
304/CERCLA. 
TSCA Status: All components of this product are on the TSCA 
Inventory 
VI Spill Procedures/Waste Disposal VII Reactivity Data 
Spill Procedures: Absorb and containerize. Wash residual down to Stable under normal use and storage conditions. 
sanitary sewer. Contact the sanitary treatment facility in advance to assure 
ability to process washed-down material. 
Waste Disposal: Dispose of in accordance with all applicable federal, 
state, and local regulations. 
VIII Fire and Explosion Data IX Physical Data 
Not flammable or explosive. Extinguishing media determined by pH ................................................................................................ 12.4 
surrounding fire. Solubility 1n Water ................... : .......................................... Complete 
Specific Gravity (HzO=1) ........... , ................................................ 1.015 
CJ1963, 1991 THE CLOROX COMPANY 




The Clorox Company 
1221 Broadway 
Oakland, CA 94612 
Tel. (510) 271-7000 
Material Safety 
Data Sheet 
I Product: ORIGINAL PINE-SOL® BRAND CLEANER 1 
Description: CLEAR, AMBER, THIN LIQUID WITH CHARACTERISTIC PINE ODOR 
Other Designations Distributor Emergency Telephone Nos. 
Clorox Sales Company For Medical Emergencies, call 1-800-446-1014. 
EPA Reg. No. 5813-83 1221 Broadway For Transportation Emergencies, call 
Oakland, CA 94612 1-800-424-9300 (Chemtrec). 
II Health Hazard Data III Hazardous Ingredients 
Causes substantial but temporary eye injury. Ingredient Concentration Worker ExQosure Limit 
Pine oil 8-10% Not established. 
No medical conditions are known to ):le aggravated by exposure to this CAS # 8002-09-3 
product." 
Alkyl alcohol ethoxylates 3-7% Not established. 
FIRST AID: CAS # 127036-24-2 
EYE CONTACT: Hold eye open and rinse with water for 15-20 minutes. Isopropyl alcohol 1-5% 200 ppm - TLV-TWA" 
Remove contact lenses, if present, after first 5 minutes, then continue CAS #67-63-0 400 ppm _ PEL b 
rinsing eye. If irritation persists, call a doctor. 400 ppm - TLV-STELe 
SKIN CONTACT: Take off contaminated clothing. Rinse skin immediately Sodium petroleum sulfonate 1-5% Not established. 
with plenty of water for 15-20 minutes. If irritation develops, call a doctor. CAS # 68608-26-4 
INGESTION: Call a poison control center or doctor immediately for 
treatment advice. Have person sip a glassful of water if able to swallow. Do "TLV-TWA = ACGIH Threshold Limit Value - Time Weighted Average 
not induce vomiting unless told to do so by a poison control center or doctor. 
Do not give anything by mouth to an unconscious person. 'PEL = OSHA Permissible Exposure Limit - Time Weighted Average 
INHALATION: Remove to fresh air. If breathing is affect&!. call a doctor. "TLV-8TEL = ACGIH Threshold Limit Value - Short Term Exposure Limit 
None of the materials In this product are on the IARC, .oSHA, or NTP 
carcinogen lists. 
IV Special Protection and Precautions V Transportation and Regulatory Data 
Hygienic Practices: Wash thoroughly with soap and water after handling DOT: Not restricted per 49 CFR 173.120(a)(3) and Appendix H. 
and before eating, drinking, chewing gum, or using tobacco. Remove and 
IMDG: Not restricted per IMDG Code Page 0016 Paragraph 5.1.3.1.1. wash contaminated clothing before reuse. 
lATA: Not restricted per lATA D.G.R. Sections 3.3.1.2 and 3.3.5. 
Engineering Controls: Use general ventilation or local exhaust to minimize 
EPA - SARA Title IIIICERCLA: This product is regulated under Sections exposure to vapor or mist. 
3111312. This product contains no chemicals which are regulated under 
Personal Protective EauiQment: Wear safety glasses. Wear rubber or Section 313 and contains benzoic acid (CAS #65-85-0, <1%) which is 
neoprene gloves if there is the potential for repeated or prolonged skin regulated under Section 304/CERCLA. 
contact. In situations where exposure limits may be exceeded, a NIOSH-
approved respirator is advised. 
VI Spill ProcedureslWaste Disposal VII Reactivity Data 
Spill Procedures: Absorb and containerize. Wash residual down to sanitary Stable under normal use and storage conditions. 
sewer. Contact the sanitary treatment facility in advance to assure ability to 
process washed-down material. 
Waste DisQosal: Dispose of in accondance with all applicable federal, state, 
and local regulations. 
VIII Fire and EXj!losion Data IX PhYSical Data 
Flash Point: 121 0 F (Tag closed cup). pH ......................................................................................................... 3.0 - 4.0 
Fire Extinguishing Agents: Dry chemical, carbon dioxide (C02). foam. or Specific gravity ............................................................................................ -1.0 
. water spray. 
Solubility in water ........................................................ : ................... Appreciable 
-
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Associ a tiOD (NFP ) Health Ructivity 
Hazard 
PTodDct Name W1NDEX GLASS CLEANER (RTU) 
u.s. Beadquarttn 
Oracketl Professional 
"" Division of 
S.C . Johnson Commercial Markets, Inc. 
8310 16th Street 
Sturtevant, WISconsin 531 n-0902 
Phone: (888) 352·2249 
2-Butoxyethanol 
Ethylene glycol he.xyl ether 
Isopropyl Alcohol 




Eyes None known. 
SkUt None known. 
Inhalatio" None known. 
Ingutioll None known. 
See TOl:icologic:alloformatioD (sectioo 11) 









OSHA (United States). 
TWA:. 120 mglm' 
ACGIH (United States). 
TWA:97mg~ 
Not available. 
OSHA (United States). 
TWA: 980 mglm' 
STB..: 1225 mgIm' 
ACGIH (United States). 
TWA:. 983 mglm' 




ORAL (LOSO): Acute: 506 mglkg 
[Rat). OERMAL (L05O): AcUte: 
406 mglkg [Rabbit). VAPOR 
(leSO): ACtJte: 450 ppm 4 
hour(s) [Rat]. 
Not available. 
ORAL (LOSO): Acute: 5045 
mgJkg [Rat). DERMAL (LD50): 
Acute: 12800 mgJkg [Rabbit). 
VAPOR (lCSO): Acute: 16000 
ppm 8 hour(s) [Rat]. 
Not available. 







Products of CombustioD 
Fire FighlJJlg Medii 
aDd InslnJetioDs 
pedll J«mlriu 01 Firt Ind 
Ex Rttards 
PersoDIll PrccautiODJ 
E nviroomcntll PrecautioDJ 
and Oeaa-up Methods 
Personal Protection 
WINDEX GLASS CLEANER (RTU) 
Material Safety Data Sheet 
Rinse with plenty of running water. 
No specific first aid measures are required. 
No specific first aid measures are required. 
t>.lthough this prodUd has a flash point below 200 Deg. F, it Is an aqueous solution containing an alcohol 
and does not sustain combustion. 
Closed 51 .1·C 
None known. 
Extinguish with water spray or carbon dioxide, dry chemical powder or appropriate foam. Normal fire 
fighting procedure may be used. 
None known. 
In the event of major spO/age: Use appropriate containment to avoid environmental contamination. Sweep 
or saape up material. Place In suitable clean, dry containers for dIsposal by approved methods. Use a 
water rinse for final clean-up. 
with eyes .• Use appropriate hygiene measures when handling product FOR INDUSTRIAL 
Store in a dry, cool and weH-ventilated area. Protect from freezing. KEEP OUT OF REACH OF 
CHILDREN. . 





peclfic Gra ity 
lability ia "'Iter 
R~~ry~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ________________________ ~ 
FuI. 
--~----~----------~----~----~--------------------------------~ 
Body No special protective clothing is r!!quired. 
Mild. Ammoniacal. 
Clear Blue. 
10.6 to 11 .5 [Basic.! 
1 
Complete. 
Continued on Next Page 10 209 
Page: 214 . 
,-
WINDEX GLASS CLEANER (RTU) 
Con diUons of lnsubUi None known. 
locompldbility witll VlrlollS Not available. 
Sub tancts 
• J. • 
Hazardous DetompositiOIl When exposed to fire: Produces normal products of combustion. 
Produds 
Ilazardous PolymerizatiOD Win not OCQJr. 
Material Safety Data Sheet 
- Please refer to the Bill of Lading/receiving dOQJments for up to date shipping information. 
TDG 
- Please refer to the Bm of lading/receiving documents for up to date shipping information. 
Reporting in this section is based on ingndients disclosed in Section:Z 
us RegulltiOD' 
FeduaJ SARA 313 toxic chemical notification and release reporting: Isopropyl Alcohol 
CERCLA: Hazardous substances.: Isopropyl Alcohol 
bile New Jersey spill fist Isopropyl AJcchoI 
New Jersey: Isopropyl Alcohol 
Massachusetts sp II fi Isopropyl Alcohol 
Massachusetts RTK: Isopropyl Alcohol 
Pennsylvania RTK: Isopropyl Alcohol 
This product Is not subject to the reporting requirements under California's Proposition 65. 
Rcgi Len:d Prod UtI Not appl cable. 
lorormation 
WUMlS Oassilic.alioa Not controlled under WHMIS (Canada). 
WBMISltoo 
.R~i lend PrOdutl Not applicable. 
lafonnllioo 
CbcmitallnvcDlory tatu All Ingredients of th is product are listed or are excluded from listing on the U.S. Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) Chemical Substance Inventory 
Continued on Next Page 






Notiu to R~der 
WINDEX GLASS CLEANER (RTU) 
Material Safety Data Sheet 
2.1 
This il«:umDtl has bu1r pupand using datofrom sourca consiJJered udmkll/J.y rdlable. lJ dIH!s trot constituu a 'WtUTII1'r1y, t!%p16S Dr 1mplJe.d, 
as 10 the tJCCJLf'oq of the information conl4intd withbr. AdJlai conditions of USt and hturdIing an beyond sdlu', controL User is rt:rpolJSlblt to 




-- DA WN LIQUID DISHW DETERGENT--PROCTER & G Page 1 of6 
PROCTER & GAMBLE -- DAWN LIQUID DISHWASHING DETERGENT 
MATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEET 
NSN: 793000N018770 
Manufacturer's CAGE: 74188 
Part No. Indicator: A' 




Company's Name: PROCTER & GAMBLE 
Company's Street: 301 E SIXTH ST 
Company's P. O. Box: 599 
Company's City: CINCINNATI 
Company's State: OH 
Company's Country: US 
Company's Zip Code: 45201 
Company's Emerg Ph #: 800-543-0485 
Company's Info Ph #: 800-543-0485 
Record No: For Safety Entry: 001 
Tot Safety Entries This Stk#: 002 
Status: SMJ 
Date MSDS Prepared: 26JUL88 
Safety Data Review Date: 17APR95 
MSDS Serial Number: BLFYH 





Ingredient: ETHYL ALCOHOL (ETHANOL) 
10 212 
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Ingredient Sequence Number: 01 
NIOSH (RTECS) Number: KQ6300000 
CAS Number: 64-17-5 
, OSHA PEL: 1000 PPM 
f 




Appearance And Odor:- CLEAR BLUE LIQUID. PRODUCT IS PERFUMED. 
Specific Gravity: 1.03 
Solubility In Water: COMPLETELY SOLUBLE 
Percent Volatiles By Volume: 60 
=========================================================================== 
Fire and Explosion Hazard Data 
====================--=========~============================================ 
Flash Point: 116F,47C 
Flash Point Method: CC 
Lower Explosive Limit: N/A 
Upper Explosive Limit: N/A 
Extinguishing Media: CO*2, WATER, OR DRY CHEMICAL. 
Special Fire Fighting Proc: ALTHOUGH THIS PRODUCT HAS A FLASH PT BELOW 
200F (CLOSED CUP), IT IS AN AQUEOUS SOLUTION CONTAINING ETHYL ALCOHOL WHICH 
DOES NOT SUSTAIN COMBUSTION. (SUPP DATA) 





Cond To Avoid (Stability): NONE KNOWN. 
Materials To Avoid: CHLORINE BLEACH. 
DAWN LIQUID DISHWAS DETERGENT --PROCTER & Page 3 of6 
Hazardous Decomp Products: NONE KNOWN. 
Hazardous Poly Occur: NO 
Conditions To Avoid (Poly): NOT RELEVANT 
=========================================================================== 
Health Hazard Data 
====~====================================================================== 
LD50-LC50 Mixture: NONE SPECIFIED BY MANUFACTURER. 
Route Of Entry - Inhalation: NO 
Route Of Entry - Skin: NO 
Route Of Entry - Ingestion: YES 
Health Haz Acute And Chronic: EYE: MAY CAUSE MILD TRANSIENT IRRITATION. 
INGEST: MAY CAUSE TRANSIENT GASTROINTESTINAL IRRITATION. SKIN: TRANSIENT 
IRRITATION W/PROLONGED EXPOSURE TO CONCENTRATED MATERIAL. 
Carcinogenicity - NTP: NO 
Carcinogenicity - IARC: NO 
Carcinogenicity - OSHA: NO 
Explanation Carcinogenicity: NOT RELEVANT 
Signs/Symptoms Of Overexp: EYE: MAY CAUSE STINGING, TEARING, ITCHING, 
SWELLING,·&/OR REDNESS. INGEST: MAY RESULT IN NAUSEA, VOMITING, &/OR 
DIARRHEA. SKIN: PROLONGED CONTACT W/CONCENTRATED MATERIAL MAY BE DRYING. 
Med Cond Aggravated By Exp: NONE SPECIFIED BY MANUFACTURER. 
Emergency/First Aid Proc: EYE: FLUSH W/WATER FOR A MINIMUM OF 15 MINUTES. 
INGEST: DRINK 1 OR 2 GLASSES OF WATER. SKIN: IF PROLONGED CONTACT OCCURS, 
RINSE THOROUGHLY W/WATER. IF SPILLED ON CLOTHING, CHANGE CLOTHES. IF 
SYMPTOMS PERSIST OR REOCCUR, SEEK MEDICAL ATTN. INHAL: REMOVE TO FRESH AIR. 
SUPPORT BRTHG (GIVE O*2/ARTF RESP) (FP N) . 
=================~========================================================= 




Steps If MatI Released/Spill: FLUSH DOWN ACCEPTABL-E SEWER (CONTAINS 
5~362 10 214 
DAWN LIQUID DISHW DETERGENT-PROCTER & 
BIODEGRADABLE SURFACTANTS). PREVENT LARGE SPILLS FROM REACHING A WATERWAY. 
SORBENTS MAY BE USED. 
Neutralizing Agent: NONE SPECIFIED BY MANUFACTURER. 
Waste Disposal Method: DISPOSAL IS TO BE PERFORMED IN COMPLIANCE W/ 
FEDERAL, STATE, & LOCAL REGULATIONS. SMALL OR HOUSEHOLD QUANTITIES MAY BE 
DIPOSED OF IN SEWER. FOR LARGER QUANTITIES, INCINERATION IS PREFERRED. DO 
NOT LANDFILL. 
Precautions-Handling/Storing: NO UNUSUAL PRECAUTIONS NECESSARY. 
Other Precautions: CONSUMER PRODUCT PACKAGE HAS NO CAUTION STATEMENT. DO 




Respiratory Protection: NONE REQUIRED WITH NORMAL USE. IF NECESSARY, USE 
NIOSH/MSHA APPROVED RESPIRATOR APPROPRIATE FOR EXPOSURE OF CONCERN (FP N) . 
NORMAL/GENERAL DILUTION VENTILATION IS ACCEPTABLE. 
Protective Gloves: NONE REQUIRED W/NORMAL USE. (SUPP DATA) 
Eye Protection: NONE REQUIRED W/NORMAL USE. (SUPP DATA) 
Other Protective Equipment: NONE NECESSARY UNDER NORMAL USE. 
Work Hygienic Practices: NONE SPECIFIED BY MANUFACTURER. 
Suppl. Safety & Health Data: FIRE FIGHT PROC: WEAR NIOSH/MSHA APPROVED 
SCBA & FULL PROTECTIVE EQUIPMENT (FP N). PROT GLOVES: RUBBER, NEOPRENE 
GLOVES SHOULD BE USED FOR PROLONGED DIRECT CONTACT. EYE PROT: IF A SPLASH 




Trans Data Review Date: 9133-9 
DOT PSN Code: GJL 
DOT Proper Shipping Name: FLAMMABLE LIQUIDS, N.O.S. 
Page 4 of6 
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DAWN LIQUID DISHW DETERGENT--PROCTER & 
DOT Class: 3 
DOT ID Number: UN1993 
DOT Pack Group: III 
DOT Label: FLAMMABLE LIQUID 
lMO PSN Code: HIA 
lMO Proper Shipping Name: FLAMMABLE LIQUID, N.O.S. 0 
lMO Regulations Page Number: 3345 
lMO UN Number: 1993 
lMO UN Class: 3.3 
lMO Subsidiary Risk Label: -
lATA PSN Code: MCA 
lATA UN ID Number: 1993 
lATA Proper Shipping Name: FLAMMABLE LIQUID, N.O.S. * 
lATA UN Class: 3 
lATA Label: FLAMMABLE LIQUID 
1 AFI PSN Code: MCA 
AFI Prop. Shipping Name: FLAMMABLE LIQUIDS, N.O.S. 
AFI Class: 3 
AFI ID Number: UN1993 
AFI Pack Group: III 







Label Required: P 
Technical Review Date: 23SEP91 
Label Date: 23SEP91 
Page 5 of6 
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Label Status: G 
Cornmon Name: DAWN LIQUID DISHWASHING DETERGENT 
Chronic Hazard: NO 
Signal Word: CAUTION! 
Acute Health Hazard-Slight: X 
Contact Hazard-Slight: X 
Fire Hazard-Slight: X 
Reactivity Hazard-Slight: X 
Special Hazard Precautions: ACUTE: MAY CAUSE MILD TRANSIENT EYE AND SKIN 
IRRITATION. AVOID CONTACT WITH EYES, SKIN, AND CLOTHING. WASH THOROUGHLY 
AFTER HANDLING. DO NOT MIX WITH CHLORINE BLEACH, AS HAZARDOUS FUMES MAY 
RESULT. CHRONIC: NONE LISTED BY MANUFACTURER. 
Protect Eye: Y 
Protect Skin: Y 
Label Name: PROCTER & GAMBLE 
Label Street: 301 E SIXTH ST 
Label P.O. Box: 599 
Label City: CINCINNATI 
Label State: OH 
Label Zip Code: 45201 
Label Country: US 
Label Emergency Number: 800-543-0485 
Page 6 of6 
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Softsoap Antibacterial Hand Soap 
MSDS Name: Softsoap Antibacterial Hand Soap 
Distributor Name: Uline 
Distributor Address: 
2200 S. Lakeside Drive 
VVaukegan, IL 60085 
EMERGENCY TELEPHONE NUMBER: 
For emergency involving spill, leak, fire, exposure or accident, call CHEMTREC (800) 
424-9300, day or night 
Distributor Phone:. 800-295-5510 
Manufacturer MSDS Revision Date: August 24, 2004 
Supe~edes:ApriI30,2002 
CAS Number: Not applicable - product is a mixture 
General Use: 
A liquid soap formulated for industrial and institutional use. 
MATERIAL SAFElY DATA SHEET 
This industrial Material Safety Data Sheet is not intended for consume~ and does 
not address consumer use of the product. 
Manufacturer Product Codes: 
Carcinogen Paragraph: 
The above components, present at a concentration of> or = 0.1 %, are listed as 
carCinogens or potential carcinogens by either the National Toxicology Program 
(NTP), the International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) or OSHA 
OSHA-REGULATED COMPONENTS (present at a concentration of> or = 1%) 
S~ 366 
1 () Iv 
Applies to All Ingredients: 
Potential Health Effects: 
Eye Contact: 
Causes eye irritation on direct contact. 
Skin Contact: 
May cause skin irritation on prolonged or excessive contact. 
Inhalation: 
No adverse effects expected. 
Ingestion: 
May be harmful if swallowed in large quantities. 
Eye Contact: 
Flush eyes with large amounts of water for 15 minutes. Get medical attention if 
irritation persists. 
Skin Contact: 




Drink 1-2 glasses of a clear liquid. Get medical attention. 
Flash Point: 
Not Applicable 
Flash Point Method: 
Not Applicable 
Extinguishing Media: 
Water spray, all-purpose dry chemical, C02. 
Fire Fighting Instructions: 
Self-contained breathing apparatus and protective clothing should be worn when 
fighting chemical fires. 
10 219· 
Spill Cleanup Measures: 
Cover with inert, absorbent material and remove to- disposal container. Spill area 
may be slippery. Flush with plenty of water. 
Storage: 
Store in a tightly closed container in a cool, dry, well-ventilated area. 
Hand Protection Description: 
The use of protective gloves is recommended. 
Eye/Face Protection: 
The use of safety goggles is recommended. 














GENERAL: This product is stable. 
Incompatibilities with Other Materials: 
None known. 
Hazardous Polymerization: 
GENERAL: Hazardous polymerization will not occur. 
Hazardous Decomposition Products: 
None known. 
Toxicological Paragraph: 
This product has not been tested as a whole. However, this formula was reviewed by 
expert toxicologists in the Product Safety Assurance Department of Colgate-
Palmolive and is determined to be safe for its intended use. This review has taken 
into consideration available safety-related Information including information on 
individual ingredients, similar ingredients, similar formulas and potential ingredient 
interactions. This review is a component of the hazard determination used to prepare 




Any disposal practice must be in compliance with local, state, and federal laws and 
regulations (contact local or state environmental agency for speCific rules). Do not 
dump into sewers, any body of water or onto the ground. 
-----
DOT Shipping Information: ' 
This product is not regulated as a DOT hazardous material. 
10 221 
· . 
Applies to all ingredients: 
CERCLA Section 103: 
CERCLA: Section 102 (Reportable Quantity - RQ) 4q CFR 302: The Reportable 
Quantity (RQ) for this product to the environment is 50,000 Ibs. based on the 
presence of diethanolamine (0.2%). Releases greater than or equal to 50,000 must 
be reported to the National Response Center (NRC) immediately: 800-424-8802. 
Section 302: 
Sections 301-304 (Threshold planning quantity - TPQ) 40 CFR 355: Not Applicable 
Section 313 Toxic Release Form: 
Section 313 (Toxic chemical release reporting) 40 CFR 372: The following chemicals 
must be reported under SARA 313: Not Applicable. 
RCRA 261.33 Code: (40 CFR 261, Subpart D): Not Applicable. 
Section 112(r): Clean Air Act 
Contains diethanolamine which is a Section 112 material. 
Section 116.4 part 117: Clean Water Act 
Not Applicable. 
State: 
New Jersey Right to KnolN Hazardous Substance List: 
This product contains the following components subject to reporting requirements: 
Diethanolamine .. . 
Pennsylvania Hazardous Substance List: 
This product contains the following components subject to reporting requirements: 
Sodium sulfate, diethanolamine, glycerin 
Massachusetts Substance List: 
This product contains the following components subject to reporting requirements: 
Diethanolamine, sodium sulfate 
Canada WHMIS: 
Canada: Workplace Hazardous materials Information System (WHMIS)-listed 





MSDS Revision Date: 
August 24, 2004 
Supersedes: April 30, 2002 
MSDS Status: Revised section 1,3,8,15 
Disclaimer: 
The information on this sheet is limited to the material identified and is believed by 
the distributor to be correct based on the knowledge and information as of 
the date noted. Distributor makes no representation, guarantee or warranty, 
expressed or implied, as to the accuracy, reliability or completeness of the 
information and assumes no responsibility for injury, damage or loss resulting from 
the use of the material. 
Copyright© 1996-2006 Actio Software Corporation. All Rights Reserva:J. 



















100 Campus Drive 
Florham Park, NJ 07932 
03/06/2007 
CORPORATE EXPRESS 
3834 S PROFESSIONAL WAY 
IDAHO FALLS 10 83402-7303 
Attn: Safety Department 
BASF 
HELPING MAKE PRODUCTS BETTERTM 
Our records indicate that you have purchased the following product(s) from BASF Corporation: 
ELASTOPOR® P1 001 U ISOCYANATE 
Attached is/are the current Material Safety Data Sheets (MSDS) for the product(s) listed 
above. We have updated our MSDS in compliance with the OSHA Hazard Communication 
Standard CFR 29 1910.1200. 
If the product(s) contains-chemicals subject to the reporting requirements of Section 313 of 
the Emergency Planning and Community Right -To-Know Act of 1986 and 40 CFR 372, these 
chemicals are listed in Section 15 of the MSDS. If you are unsure of your responsibilities 
under the Emergency Planning and Community Right-To-Know Act; or you require more 
infonnation; call the EPA Hotline (1-800-424-9346). 
Please note that if you repackage or otherwise redistribute this product to industrial 
customers, a notice similar to this one should also be sent to those customers. 












The Chemical Company 
Safety data sheet 
ELASTOPOR® P1001U ISOCYANATE 
Revision date: 2006/11/13 
Version: 5.3 
Page: 1/7 
(302318321MDS GEN US/EN) 
1. Substance/preparation and company identification 
Compan}! 
BASF CORPORATION 
100 Campus Drive 
Rorham Park, NJ 07932 
















< 10.0 % 
<55.0 % 




MDI Mixed Isomers 
P-MDI 
CAUTION: CONTAINS DIPHENYLMETHANE DIISOCYANATE (CAS No. 101-68-8). INHALATION OF MDI 
MISTS OR VAPORS MAY CAUSE RESPIRATORY IRRITATION, BREATHLESSNESS, CHEST 
DISCOMFORT AND REDUCED PULMONARY FUNCTION. OVEREXPOSURE WELL ABOVE THE PEL 
MAY RESULT IN BRONCHITIS, BRONCHIAL SPASMS AND PULMONARY EDEMA. LONG-TERM 
EXPOSURE TO ISOCYANATES HAS BEEN HAS BEEN REPORTED TO CAUSE LUNG DAMAGE, 
INCLUDING REDUCED LUNG FUNCTION WHICH MAY BE PERMANENT. ACUTE OR CHRONIC 
OVEREXPOSURE TO ISOCYANATES MAY CAUSE SENSITIZATION IN SOME INDIVIDUALS, 
RESULTING IN AllERGIC RESPIRATORY REACTIONS INCLUDING WHEEZING, SHORTNESS OF 
BREATH AND DIFFICULTY BREATHING. 
Potential health effects 
Primary routes of exposure 
Routes of entry for solids and liquids include eye and skin contact, ingestion and inhalation. Routes of entry 
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Information on: MOl 
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Inhalation of MOl vapors may cause irritation of the mucous membranes of the nose, throat or 
trachea, breathlessness, chest discomfort, difficult breathing and reduced pulmonary function. Air-
bome ove~xposure well above the PEL may result additionally in eye irritation, headache, chemical 
bronchitis, asthma-like findings or pulmonary edema. Isocyanates have also been reported to 
cause hypersensitivity pneumonitis, which is characterized by flu-like symptoms, the onset of which 
may bedelayed. Gastrointestinal symptoms include nausea, vomiting and abdominal pain. 
Irritation: 
Information on: Diisocyanates 
Eye contact with isocyanates may result in conjunctival irritation and mild comeal opacity. Skin 
contact may result in dermatitis, either irritative or aJlergic. 
Repeated dose toxicity: 
Information on: MOl 
Results from a lifetime inhalation study in rats indicate that MOl aerosol was carcinogenic at 6 
mglm3, the highest dose tested. This is well above the recommended TL V of 5 ppb (0.05 mglm3). 
Only irritation was noted at the lower concentration of 0.2 and 1 mglm3. No birth defects or 
teratogenic effects were reported in a teratology study with rats exposed to 1, 4, and 12 mglm3 
polymeric MOl for 6 hr/day on days 6-15 of gestation. Embryotoxicity and fetotoxicity was reported 
at the top dose in the presence of matemal toxicity . 
Information on: Isocyanates 
As a result of previous repeated overexposures or a single large dose, certain individuals will 
develop isocyanate sensitization (chemical asthma) which will cause them to react to a later 
exposure to isocyanate at levels well below the PELITL If. These symptoms, which include chest 
tightness, wheezing, cough, shortness of breath, or asthmatic attack. could be immediate or 
delayed up to several hours after exposure. Similar to many non-specific asthmatic responses, 
there are reports that once sensitized an incfrvidual can experience these symptoms upon exposure 
to dust, cold air, or other irritants. This increased lung sensitivity can persist for weeks and in 
severe cases for several years. Chronic overexposure to isocyanates has also been reported to 
cause lung damage, including a decrease in lung function, which may be permanent. Sensitization 
may be either temporary or permanent Prolonged contact can cause reddening, swelling, rash, 
scaling, or blistering. In those who have developed a skin sensitization, these symptoms can 
develop as a result of contact with very small amounts of liquid material, or even as a result of 
vapor-onlyexposure. 
Medical condItions aggravated by overexposure: 
The isocyanate component is a respiratory sensitizer. It may cause allergic reaction leading to asthma-like 
spasms of the bronchial tubes and difficulty in breathing. 
Medical supervision of all employees who handle or come into contact with isocyanates is recommended. 
Contact may aggravate pulmonary disorders. 
Persons with history of respiratory disease or hypersensitivity should not be exposed to this product. 
Preemployment and periodic medical examinations with respiratory function tests (FEV, FVC as a minimum) 
are suggested. . 
An animal study indicated that MOl may induce respiratory hypersensitivity following dermal exposure. 
Persons with asthmatic conditions; chronic bronchitis, other chronic respiratory diseases, recurrent eczema 
or pulmonary sensitization should be excluded from working with isocyanates. Once a person is diagnosed 
as having pulmonary sensitization (allergic asthma) to isocyanates, further exposure is not recommended. 
4. First-aid measures 
General advice: 
Remove contaminated clothing. 
If inhaled: 
Remove the affected individual into fresh air and keep the person calm. Assist in breathing if necessary. 
Immediate medical attention required. 
If on skin: 
Wash affected areas thoroughly with soap and water. If irritation develops, seek medical attention. 
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ELASTOPOR® P1001U ISOCYANATE 
Revision date : 2006/11/13 
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If in eyes: 
In case of contact with the eyes, rinse immediately for at least 15 minutes with plenty of water. Immediate 
medical attention required. 
If swallowed: 
Rinse mouth and then drink plenty of water. Do not induce vomiting. Never induce vomiting or give anything 
by mouth if the victim is unconscious or having convulsions. Immediate medical attention required 
Note to physician 
Hazards: Symptoms can appear later. 
Antidote: Specific antidotes or neutralizers to isocyanates do not exist. 
Treatment Treatment should be supportive and based on the judgement of the physician in 
response to the reaction of the patient. 
5. Fire-fighting measures 
Rash point 
Autoignition: 
Suitable extinguishing media: 
water, dry extinguishing media, carbon dioxide, foam 
Hazards during fire-fighting: 
nitrous gases, fumes/smoke, isocyanate, vapour 
Protective equipment for fire-fighting: 
(open cup) 
No data available. 
Firefighters should be equ.ipped with self-contained breathing apparatus and tum-out gear. 
6. Accidental release. measures 
Personal precautions: 
Clear area. Ensure adequate ventilation. Wear suitable personal protective clothing and equipment. 
Environmental precautions: 
Do not discharge into drains/surface waters/groundwater. 
Cleanup: 
Dike spillage. 
For small amounts: Absorb isocyanate with suitable absorbent material (see § 40 CFR, sections 260, 264 
and 265 for further information). Shovel into open container. Do not make container pressure tight. Move 
containerto a well-ventilated area (outside). Spill area can be decontaminated with the following 
recommended decontamination solution: Mixture of 90 % water, 8 % concentrated ammonia, 2 % detergent. 
Add at a 10 to 1 ratio. Allow to stand for at least 48 hours to allow escape of evolved carbon dioxide. 
For large amounts: If temporary control of isocyanate vapor is required, a blanket of protein foam or other 
suitable foam (available from most fire departments) may be placed over the spill. Transfer as much liquid as 
possible via pump or vacuum device into closed but not sealed containers for disposal. 
For residues: The follOwing measures should be taken for final cleanup: Wash down spill area with 
decontamination solution. Allow solution to stand for at least 10 minutes. 
7. Handling and storage 
Handling 
General advice: 
If bulging of drum occurs, transfer to well ventilated area, puncture to relieve pressure, open vent and let 
stand for 48 hours before resealing. s~' 3 7 6 
10 008 j,.d .. ", 
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Protection against fire and explosion: 
No explosion proofing necessary. 
Storage 
General advice: 
Formation of C02 and build up of pressure possible. Keep container tightly closed and in a well-ventilated 
place. Outage of containers should be filled with dry inert gas at atmospheric pressure to avoid reaction with 
moisture. 
Storage incompatibility: 
General: Segregate from bases. 
Storage stability: . 
Storage temperature: 60 - 80 OF 
Protect against moisture. 
8. Exposure controls and personal protection 
Components with workplace control parameters 
Diphenylmethane-4,4'- OSHA CLV 0.02 ppm 02 mg/m3 ; 
diisocyanate (MOl) ACGIH TWA value 0.005 ppm ; 
Advice on system design: 
Provide local exhaust ventilation to maintain recommended PEL 
Personal protective equipment 
Respiratory protection: 
For situations where the airbome concentrations may exceed the level for which an air purifying respirator is 
effective, or where the levels are unknown or Immediately Dangerous to Ufe or Health (IDLH), use NIOSH-
certified full face piece pressure demand self-contained breathing apparatus (SCBA) ora full facepiece 
pressure demand supplied-air respirator (SAR) with escape provisions. When atmospheric levels may 
exceed the occupational exposure limit (PEL orTLV) NIOSH-certified air-purifying respirators equipped with 
an organic vapor sorbent and particulate filter can be used as long as appropriate precautions and change 
out schedules are in place. 
Hand protection: 
Chemical resistant protective gloves, Suitable materials, chloroprene rubber (Neoprene), nitrile rubber (Buna 
N), chlorinated polyethylene, polyvinylchloride (Pylox), butyl rubber, f1uoroelastomer (Viton) 
Eye protection: 
TIghtly fitting safety goggles (che",!icalgoggles). Wear face shield if splashing hazard exists. 
Body protectIon: 
Suitable materials, saran-coated material 
General safety and hygiene measures: 
Wear protective clothing as necessary to prevent contact. Eye wash fOUntains and safety showers must be 
easily accessible. Observe the appropriate PEL value. Wash soiled clothing immediately. Contaminated 
equipment or clothing should be cleaned after each use or disposed of. 













< 0.00001 mmHg 
No data available. 
(1 ATM) _ . 
( 5 mmHg)<. -- ') 7 7 
(20 0C) ~ J 
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Miscibility with water;: 
10. Stability and reactivity 
Conditions to avoid: 
Avoid moisture. 







(302318321MDS GEN US/EN) 
Reacts with water. 
water, alcohols, strung bases, Substances/products that react with isocyanates. 
H~ousreactions: 
The product is chemically stable. 
Reacts with water, with formation of carbon dioxide. Risk of bursting. Reacts with alcohols. Reacts with 
acids. Reacts with alkalies. Reacts with amines. Risk of exothermic reaction. Risk of violent reaction. Risk of 
polymerization. Contact with certain rubbers and plastics can cause brittleness of the substance/product with 
subsequent loss in strength. 
Decomposition products: 




No data available. 
Corrosion to metals: , 
No corrosive effect on metal. 
11. Toxicological information 
Acute toxicity 
Oral: 
L050/rat > 10,000 mg/kg 
Practically nontoxic. 
Inhalation: 
lCSO/rat > 2.240 mgIJ 11 h 
Moderately toxic. 
12. Ecological information 
Environmental toxiCity 
Acute and prolonged toxicity to fish: 
static 
zebra fishllC50 (24 h): > 500 mgll 
Practically nontoxic. 
Acute toxicity to aquatic invertebrates: 
Daphnia magnalEC50 (24 h): > 500 mgA 
Practically nontoxic. 
10 230 
5 ~ 378 
. ) ......... 
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13. Disposal considerations 
Waste disposaJ of substance: 
Incinerate or dispose of in a licensed facility. 
Do not discharge substance/product into sewer system. 
Container disposal: 
DRUMS: 
Steel drums must be emptied and can be sent to a licensed drum reconditioner for reuse, a scrap metal 
dealer or an approved landfill. Refer to 40 CFR § 261.7 (residues of hazardous waste in empty containers). 
Check: with reconditioner to determine if decontamination is required. Decontaminate containers prior to 
disposal. Recommend crushing, puncturing or other means to prevent unauthorized use of used containers. 












Not classified as a dangerous good under transport regulations 
Not classified as a dangerous good under transport regulations 
Not classified as a dangerous good under transport regulations 
released I listed 
released I listed 
OSHA hazard category: ACGIH TL V established, Highly toxic - inhalation, Chronic target organ 








SARA hazard categories (EPCRA 311/312): Acute, Chronic 
SARA 313: 
CAS Number Chemical name 
Diisocyanates Compound Category 
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StateRTK 
Chemical name CAS Number 
101-68-8 , Diphenylmethane-4,4'-diisocyanate (MDI) 
16. Other information 
HMIS III rating 
Health: 20 Rammability: 1 Physical hazard: 1 
StateRTK 
MA, NJ, PA 
HMIS uses a numbering scale ranging from 0 to 4 to indicate the degree of hazard. A value of zero means that the 
substance possesses essentially no hazard; a rating of four indicates high hazard. 
Local contact Information 
K...ProdRegs@basf-corp.com 
ELASTOPOR is a registered trademark of BASF Corporation or BASF AG 
IMPORTANT: WHILE THE DESCRIPTIONS, DESIGNS, DATA AND INFORMATION CONTAINED HEREIN 
ARE PRESENTED IN GOOD FAITH AND BEUEVED TO BE ACCURATE, IT IS PROVIDED FOR YOUR 
GUIDANCE ONLY. BECAUSE MANY FACTORS MAY AFFECT PROCESSING OR APPUCATIONlUSE, 
WE RECOMMEND THAT YOU MAKE TESTS TO DETERMINE THE SUITABIUTY OF A PRODUCT FOR 
YOUR PARTICULAR PURPOSE PRIOR TO USE. NO WARRANTIES OF ANY KIND, EITHER 
EXPRESSED OR IMPUED, INCLUDING WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABIUTY OR FITNESS FOR A 
PARTICULAR PURPOSE, ARE MADE REGARDING PRODUCTS DESCRIBED OR DESIGNS, DATA OR 
INFORMATION SET FORTH, OR THAT THE PRODUCTS, DESIGNS, DATA OR INFORMATION MAY BE 
USED WITHOUT INFRINGING THE INTELlECTUAL PROPERTY RIGHTS OF OTHERS. IN NO CASE 
SHALL THE DESCRIPTIONS, INFORMATION, DATA OR DESIGNS PROVIDED BE CONSIDERED A 
PART OF OUR TERMS AND CONDmONS OF SALE. FURTHER, YOU EXPRESSLY UNDERSTAND AND 
AGREE THAT THE DESCRIPTIONS, DESIGNS. DATA, AND INFORMATION FURNISHED BY BASF 
HEREUNDER ARE GIVEN GRATIS AND BASF ASSUMES NO OBUGATION OR UABIUTY FOR THE 
DESCRIPTION, DESIGNS, DATA AND INFORMATION GIVEN OR RESULTS OBTAINED, ALL SUCH 
BEING GIVEN AND ACCEPTED AT YOUR RISK. 
BASF CORPORATION WILL NOT MAKE ITS PRODUCTS AVAILABLE TO CUSTOMERS FOR USE IN 
THE MANUFACTURE OF MEDICAL DEVICES WHICH ARE INTENDED FOR PERMANENT 
IMPLANTATION IN THE HUMAN BODY OR IN PERMANENT CONTACT WITH INTERNAL BODILY 
TISSUES OR FLUIDS. 
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September 6. 2006 
Travis Waters 
Print Craft Press 
3834 S. Professional Way 
Idaho Falls. ID 83402 
RE: Sanitary Sewer Facility 





Enclosed is a ietter' ca.ted ~crUst 28. 2006. in responSe to our inquire from our engineer. 
Listed below are excerpts from the MSDS' s submitted to us b'y your company. 
~:1- A.. MSDS .#G-L-14 Developer Replenisher, SECTION VII. WASTE DISPOSAL: 
~}$elltra1i2ed with Sodlnm. Bicarbonate. If federal, state, and I or local law permits. 
, ,\~ush to sewer with large amounts of water. 
.. ,;.\:.~ . 
: .. {; . " . . . ' . ' 
,:1. B. MSDS #0-28041. PHOTO F~ SECTION vn. W ASfE DISPOSAL: Neutralize 
. ' ~ SodaAsh. If federal. stare, and lor local law Permirs. flush to sewer with Jam 
,Smounts of water. 
~·~t . ' . 
<~ MSDS #46987 f>erforma Plate Developer. SECTION #11 Waste Disposal 
. /:qonsiderations can generally De discharged to a waste water treatment system. Since 
~r.e.gulations vary. consult applicable regulations or aathorities before disposal 
..>~/i ..., # • 
,:: '~ MSDS Trade Name; 3451 U FOUN CANe. Article tm446, SECTION 13. 
:ji~?J?ISPOSAL CONSIDERATIONS: Must not be disposed of together with household 
A~$arbage. Do Not aDow product to reach seWage system. 
,j'."," 'l ' 
~ii- B. MSDS Genesis, LLC:, S{'CCdy Dry, SECTION XIII. WASTE DISPOSAL 
gzMETHOD: Dispose in accordance with local. state,and f~ teguIati6~. 
-
POBox 1768 .. Idaho Falls, ID 83403-1768 .Phone (208) 529~9891 















. ___ ... _W_' ___ ' __ . ___ " __ 8' ___ • _ "",_" __ • ___ • ___ .~ ••• _ ...... __ 
. -. 
15.,] MSDS PROCESS YELLOW, Product Code #AP-PxOl AQUAPR1ME. SECTION 
~ W AST.E DISPOSAL METHOD: Dispose of in accordance with all applicable 
~10bal, state, and federal regulations. 
Our sewer system is deSigned only to accept human waste, and not designed to handle 
Processed Waste. We have been dealing with system overload I failure this summer 
which we attn'bute directly to the disposal of your process waste. 
In light of all of the above we will not accept processed waSte in our sewer facility. Had 
we known of your intention. we would have. advised you prior to constructiOn. 
Within 10 days from the date of this letter wereqtiire that you modify your facilities to 
prohIoit the disposal of any and all processed waste to our sewer system. On this date we 
will ccmdnct an onsite inspection. of your facility. We ex:pect the ardiS whcr:c you have 
bee.tl. injecting processed wast/; wU1 be pennmently altered to prOhibit the accidental 
disposal by yo~ employ~ of any processed waste into our sewer facility. 
'If you have an~ questions and or objections, please contaCt us at your convenience. 
Doyle Beck 
SuDnysidePark Utilities, ll..C. 
5- 382 caeso 
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Aug. 28, 2006 
Sunnyside Utilities Inc. 
P.O. BoJC 1768 
Idaho FaJ.l.s, Id 83403 
.. 
Re: Sunnyside Industrial and Professional Park 
Pear M.r. Woolf and Beck: 
j 
,Thl.~4!:ia~*~~~~~~~·:~4j~o:e ~c:ei~:l~~~~~~~ 
~~fS my opinion that thQ amounts of 1nk deposited would line the 
absoJ;ption trenches and tend to clog the pores in the soil so that 
litt.le or no fluid would be able to absor.binto the soil, thereby 
--leaviD.g the absorption field nearly user-ass. If the ink were not 
very diluteld, it would cause failure of the systt!l!D. in a very short 
time. 
Ink is not co~1dered htIItla.n wast~ atJ.d coUld very easily be 
deposited into a separate seepage pit OI? site without even a 
peIllli<t by District Seven Health and would thereby not overload the 
septic system.. 
----If you have any further questions regarding this project, please 
call me at this office at (208) 522-8033. 
r: .£:_/) 1/ 
'~UJ~_\-*1 Wi 
d} P.E. . 
S~383 , nj:1n5S 
\.: ..: v 
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Mark R. Fuller 
Steven E. Carr" 
Daniel R. Beck-Associate . • 
• Also Ucansed In Utah 
VIA FACSIMILE: 232-6109 
Lane V. Erickson. Esq. 
... - "'" :-. J 
-FULLER & CARR 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
410 Memorial Drive. Suite 201 
P.O. Box 50935 
Idaho Falls. Idaho 83405-0935 
September 20. 2006 
RACINE OLSEN NYE BUDGE & BAILEY 
201 East Center Street 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-1391 
RE; Sanitary Sewer Facility and Process Waste Disposal 
Your File No. 33712 





Our office represents Sunnyside Park Ublities, LLC. and we have been asked to respond to your letter of 
September 18. 2006. . --
As stated in the September 6. 2006 letter. the sewer system is only designed to accommodate human 
waste and is not designed to handle ·processed waste.· By putting its processed waste into the system. 
Printcraft Press causes a violation oflDAPA 58.01.03.004.04 which states: ·Unless authorized by the 
Director, no perSon shall provide for or connect additional black waste or wastewater sources to any 
system if the resulting flow or volume would exceed the design flow of the system.· 
. You are correct that Sunnyside is in discussions with District 7 Health regarding the existing sewer 
system. In large part, as a result of excessive flows from Printcraft Press, District 7 Health believes that 
Sunnyside Park Utilities has been exceeding the maximum permittecJ volume. and sanctions are being 
threatened. Sunnyside Park Utilities-cannot all9W the actions of Printcraft Press to cause Sunnyside Park 
Utilities to violate the Jaw. Sunnyside Park Utilities is not equipped to neutralize chemicals injected by 
Printcraft Press, nor is the system capable of handling large amounts of water. Printcraft Press is 
violating Idaho Administrative Code 58.01.03.004.03 (system fimitations). 58.01.03.004.04 [Increased 
flows). and 58.01.03012.02 (system operation). See attached copies. 
Printcraft Press' was advised when the water was shut off on two weekends to allow repair to the sewer 
system. After the shut off. Mr. Waters promised to cease using the wastewater for humidification, but he 
continued to do so. After the second shut off, Mr. Waters again promised that ~e would cease injecting 
excess wastewater causing Sunnyside's system limitation problem. The problem continues, in violation of 
Idaho law. 
Sunnyside Park Utilities will continue to accept sewer water, but will not accept process wastewater. 
. Sunnyside Park Utilities will not participate in violation of Idaho Jaw. Therefore, Printcraft Press must 
cease any flows of process water into the ?ystem by 5:00 p.m. September 22. 2006. If Printcraft does not 
cease injecting excess wastewater and process wastewater. absent a court order, Sunnyside Utilities will . 
be forced to physically disconnect a/l flows from PrintcrafttRf9Iss. and will s~k to recover aI/ damages 
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which result from Printcraft Press's actions. These issues are not negotiable. Our discussions with 
District 7 will not be complicated by the contmued violations of Printcraft Press. 
A meeting to discuss these issues is advisable at the earliest convenient time so that we can resolve 
these serious issues. We have requested and Sunnyside is locating copies of all documents, contracts, 
agreements and the like having to do with the utility services that Sunnyside Park Utilities, LLC has been 
providing to Printcraft ~ress. 
Very truly yours, 
FUlLER & CAJ~J 
.vJ1t,1 f{.~. 
Mark R. Fuller 
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Re: The Sanitary Sewer Facility and Process Waste Disposal-with Sunnyside Park 
Utilities, lLC 
Our File No. 33712 
---- -
Dear'Mark: 
In following up to our meeting. Travis Wat:cci has infOI1Ded me that he had an additional 
conversation with Doyle Beck: yesterday evening about 7:00 p.m. Travis agreed with Doyle that 
Printcra:ft Press will no longer be putting the RO water into the sewer system. Additionally, Travis 
agreed to make arrangements to collect and dispose of what you classify as "processed waste.77 
It should be noted that in my review of the IDAP A reguiations, I do not see any definition 
of''processed waste.." However, in an effort to assist Doyle in his negotiations ~th the DEQ, Travis 
has agreed to operate as outlined above. I would appreciate your keeping me informed as to Doyle's 























Mark R. Fuller 
Steven E. Cart' 
Daniel R. Beck-Associate 
"Also UcenRd in Utah 
lane V. Erickson, Esq. 
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AlTORNEYS AT LAW 
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P.O. Box 50935 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405-0935 
December 13, 2006 
RACINE OLSEN NYE BUDGE & BAlLEY 
P.O. Box 1391 
Pocatello, 10 83204-1391 
Facsimile Number. 232-6109 
RE: My Client Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. 
Your Client Travis Waters dba Printcraft Press 










This responds to your letter of December 12, 2006. For your information, the Notice Of Intent to Re-
impose Sanitary Restrictions issued by District Seven Health Department has no bearing or effect upon 
Printcraft Press. My client rejects the assertion of Printcraft Press that -there was no RO water or process 
water being used or coming from the Printcraft Press building- on the afternoon of Sunday, December 10, 
2006. My client observed the flow personally by removing the cleanout cover in front of the Printcraft 
Press building. Anticipating that your clients would deny that the flow was coming from their building, he 
next examined the downstream manhole and verified that the same flow was passing that location. He 
then removed the upstream manhole cover and found that no flow whatsoever was passing that location. 
Your clienfs assertion that no wcterwas flowing from their location that day is simply wrong. 
Because of the nature of the flow, my client believes the most likely source is the water softener system 
installed by Printcraft Press. The discharge of water softener brine into the central system operated by my 
client is expressly prohibited by the Idaho Administrative Code, IDAPA 58.01.03.004.03-8ystem 
Limitations. 
Cooling water, backwash or back flush water, hot tub or spa water, air conditioning water, 
water softener brine, groundwater, oil, or roof drainage cannot be discharged into any 
system unless that discharge is approved by the director. 
In addition, the next section, IDAPA 5,8.()1.03.004.04 prohibits excessive flow being placed in the system: 
Unless authorized by the director, no person shall provide for or connect additional black 
waste or wastewater sources to any system if the resulting flow or volume would exceed 
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In order to determine the quantity of water flowing into the Printcraft Press facility, my client has examined 
the water meter records from September 1, 2006. The average water used by Printcraft Press in 
September was 893 gallons per day. The average use for October 1000.323 gallons per day. Because 
Mr. Waters covered the water meter, itwas not possible to obtain a reading solely for November. 
However; the water usage from November 1 through December 12, 2006, averaged 664 gallons per day. 
These readings are for every calendar day, so business days are likely much higher. Other than the small . 
amount of water consumed by drinking. on the premises, it is expected that all of the water flOwing in the 
Printcraft Press building also flows out, on a monthly basis. As an example, during the month of October, 
2006, Printcraft Press produced outflow equal·to fifty percent (50%) of the total water which can be 
discharged by the entire subdMsion into the central septic system as designed. The excessive discharge 
simply must cease. 
Your letter indicates an intention to proceed with a temporary restraining order in the event my client fulfills 
its promise to disconnect the Printcraft Press building. My client has requested a -dig linew search which 
should be completed between now and noon Friday, December 15, 2006. This process will locate other 
adjacent utilities to prevent damage to those utilities by the backhoe needed to disconnect the Printcraft 
Press building from the septic service. Disconnection will occur upon completion of the dig line search. 
The Sewer Rules and Regulations previously provided to you, adopted by Sunnyside Park Utilities, Article 
IV, Penalties, provide as follows: ( 
---
Section 1: Written N.otiCe. Any person found to be violating any. provision of these rules 
and regulations or IDAPA 58.01.03, may be served by the company with written notice, 
stating the nature of the violation and providing a reasonable...t1me for the satisfactory 
correction thereof. The offender shall, within the period of time stated in such notice, 
permanently cease all violations. 
Section 2: UabiittY for Violation. Any person violating any of the provisions of these rules 
and regulations or IDAPA 58.01.03, shall become liable to the company for aI/ expense, 
loss, fines, charges, or damage occasioned the company by reason of such violation. 
Section 3: Refusal of Service. The company reserves the right to refuse to provide 
service to persistent violators of these rules and regulations. 
Notice of the violations of Printcraft Press was submitted September 6, 2006, ·in a letter directed to Travis 
Waters. Your letter of September 18, 2006, acknowledged receipt of that notice. Nearly ninety (90) days 
has passed, Which is clearly a reasonable time to allow Printcraft Press to satisfactorily correct the 
violations and permanently cease all violations. The failure of Printcraft Press to address these issues , 
and its continued actions constitute persistent violations of these rules and regulations and the company 
exercised its right to refuse to provide service. Sunnyside cannot allow Printcraft Press to continue to 
violate both the law and the appficable rules and regulations. 
You indicate an intention to seek a "temporary restraining order- to prevent disconnection of the sewer 
service. Pursuant to IRep 65(b) this letter will inform you that our office demands notice of any motion for 
a temporary restraining order so that we may be heard in opposition to such a petition. Pursuant to (RCP 
65(c), we intend to demand a bond in the sum of not less than $450,000, which will be Sunnyside's 
anticipated damage in the event of continued violations by Printcraft Press. Any further violations could 
. result in enforcement action by the Department of Environmental~Quality, possibly mandating annexation 
of the entire subdivision into ·the City of !da~o Falls, at a cost of $450;000 to Sunnyside Park. Theactions 
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by my client will not cause great or irreparable injury to Printcraft Press, as your client needs only agree to 
compliance and payment of reasonable monitoring costs in order to avoid further action. Your client's 
refusal to accept any of the options expressed in rny earlier correspondence leaves my client with no 
altematives but to proceed. . 
Please contact my office if you have any further questions. Our office will acknowledge service of any 
Complaint, Summons, or Notice of Hearing issued with regard to this matter. 
c: client 
Chuck Holmer, Counsel fof Luke Boyle 
MRF:kss 
Very truly yours, _ 
FUlleR & CARR 
Mark R. Fuller 
Attorney at Law 
s~ 389 
· . 
. ' """.",...,. --- '-. ~ "",.- - - . . ... :-:.:. ' 
. Robert 80_' I Post Register 
Printcraft Press has a new building - and a sewer problem. Every other day, Aaron Shoaf drives a AAA Sewer Service 
truck up to the front of the building to empty a 1,1 Oo-gallon plastic tank that sits out front. 
Court gets involved in sewage dispute 
. ~~t~";~~ ~~~:ihe~s a new bui. J - and a ~~;~~' ~~~blem •• Ev~ry other ~ on ~hO~f drives a AM Sewer Service 
truck up to the front of the builu,llg to empty a 1,100-gallon plastic tank' -t sits out front. 
,Court gets inyolved in sewage dispute 
An I.E business wants sending "processed" water t9 its sewage 
treatment . system. 
access to a sewer line '"There's no way to distinguish between 
eopenerl but the u·tili··ty m' . ' processedfloWsand:;anitaryflows," Beck. ): " ~ . . .. .. '... ' . .,.' saidL '~l'here: futSto b~isome kind off mon-
charge says the business " itormgand ~aby-sittiD.g. He just doesn't 
1r d . 1 t d't ' tra t warittb ~mply." " a ~a y VIO a .~ 1 S con c. . 'The issuecame:t6"'"ifneadfnDecember 
By PAUL MENSER when Beck etit off Printcraft's sewer line. 
pmenser@postregister.com Employees were forced to use Port -a-
. Potties or drive to the Maverik Station on 
Most people like their sewage to be out South Yellowstone Avenue to use the 
of sight once they've flushed the toilet, but bathroom. Waters has since brought in a . 
at Printcraft Press on Idaho Falls' south sump pump and a J,lOO-gallon fertilizer 
side, it sits in a tank in front of the build- tank, which is emptied every other day. 
ing: He said the only discharge from his 
. That's· because Printcraftis in a sticky pIantthat mightbe objectionable is brine 
.' dispute with Sunnyside' Utilities, which from his water softene~ , }Vhich is part of 
handled the company's sewage until last the reverse · osmosis that ,takes . ordinary 
month, when it cut off service. It is now well water and removes minerals and 
asking a 7th District j)idge to force impurities before it is used in the printing 
Sunnyside to reopen the sewer line. process, He estimated that Printcraft dis- . 
"If 'a judge sees it their way; I've got charges at the most 500 gallons a day. 
some· -expensive hustling to do," Travis Beck. said ' the park ,bas a "small pro-
Waters said. "It's a. bridge I really don't gressive syStem" that is;iJeing expanded to 
wmt to cross. " the size originally planri.ed_ 
. . p,rintcraft moved into its new $1.5 roil- There has been some pressure front 
. lion plant early last year. The fight about both the Idaho Department of Environ-
" the sewer started last summer when the mental Quality and the District 7 Health 
. . drain field overflowed. Department, which imposed sanitary 
; Waters said the utility's owner, Doyle restrictions on Beck, prohibiting new per-
Beck, and Kirk Woolf, his partner in the mits for buildings requiring water and 
Sunnyside Industrial and Professional sewer. 
Park, are relying on an undersized septic ' '"The system is not adequate to handle 
' system to handle the waste from the grow- the wastewater flows; they need to put a 
,; irig subdivision. / correct one in," .' Richard Horne, 
. ': • I Beck, though, charges that Printcraft District 7 difector: . a ~egular sep-
- '. violated the contract it signed last year by tic tanlt drain field, for a couple 
:. I . 
of small buildings. " 
Beck has appealed Home's decision to 
the District 7 Board of Health, which Will 
rule before the endofJanua.1y. 
Right now,the' park has IT buildings 
: and outbuildings on 77'.5 acres. The origi-
nal septic permits were issuedJin'1996 for 
two coi:ninercial bUildings: - . ..--- . 
When the subdivision was platted in 
1999, the understanding was that a cen-
tral sewage treatment system would .be 
installed, or that the system would be 
hooked up to the city of Idaho. Falls, said 
Willie Teuscher, of the Department of 
. Environmental Quality. 
At present, none of the land in the 
industrial park is contiguous ' to Idaho 
Falls, which means annexation is not pos-
sible. Nor would hooking up to the city's 
system be ·without expense, because of 
annexation fees, · sewage treatment fees 
and taxes. . 
, Waters said he·.has considered .putting 
in his own septic system, but he~ould 
prefer not to because it would mean tear-
. ing up a lot of the paving he has done. 
Also, District 7 and the DEQ have told him 
they think issuing him a septic peimit 
would represent a step backward. ' 
In the meantime, his tank is befug emp-
tied every other day, and he is keeping the 
Port-a-Potties on hand in case of emer-
gency. 
"It's definitely costing me a lot of effi-
ciency, which equals money," he said "But 
as far as. my custO.mers are concerned, I 
'want them to know it's business asusual." 
Bryan D. Smith, Esq. -ISB No. 4411 
B. J. Driscoll. Esq.- ISB No. 7010 
SMITH, DRISCOLL & ASSOCIATES, PLLC 
P. O. Box 50731 
414 Shoup Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 524-0731 
Tclefax: (208) 529-4166 
Attorneys for Defendants, Doyle Beck, 
and Kirk Woolf 
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PRINTCRAFT PRESS, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation, and IRA VIS WATERS, ) 
an IndividuaL ) 
) 
Counter-defendants. ) 
COME NOW, defendants, Doyle Beck and Kirk Woolf, by and through their attorney of 
record, Bryan D. Smith, Esq., of the firm Smith, Driscoll & Associates, PLLC, and move the 
court pursuant Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 11 (a)(2)(B) for reconsideration of defendants' 
Motion for Directed Verdict filed March 11,2009 pursuant to LR.C.P. 50(a) for a directed 
verdict against thc plaintit1~ Printcraft Press, Inc. ("Printcraft"), dismissing Counts Three, Four, 
and Five of Printcraft's Third Amended Complaint. 
This motion is made on the grounds and for the reasons that defendants owed Printcraft 
no duty of nondisclosure as a matter of law. At trial, the court stated that it was taking the 
directed verdict under advisement and did not grant or deny the motion with respect to Beck and 
Woolf acting in their capacity as officers and/or directors of Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. The 
court did grant the motion with respect to Sunnyside Industrial and Professional Park, LLC and 
presumably with respect to Beek and Woolf acting as agents for that entity. By way of this 
motion. Beck and Woolf are asking that the Court rule on their Motion for Directed Verdict, or, 
in the alternative, reconsider its ruling on the Motion for Directed Verdict. 
This motion is based on this Motion, the Brief in SuppOli of Motion for Directed Verdict, 
the Supplemental Brief in Support of Motion for Directed Verdict, the Notice of Hearing, the 
evidence at trial, and on the court's records and files herein. 
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DATED this Ie:; day of March, 2009. 
~:I:;:S0~ 
• BryanD. ~ 
Attorneys for Defendants, 
Doyle Beck and Kirk Woolf 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on the / ~fMarch, 2009, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing MOTION TO RECONSIDER MOTION FOR DIRECTED VERDICT 
to be served by placing the same in a sealed envelope and depositing it in the United States Mail, 
postage prepaid, or by hand delivery, facsimile transmission, or overnight delivery, addressed to 
the following: 
I~Mail 
II Facsimile Transmission 
[ ] Overnight Delivery 
II Hand Deliverv 
I [ Courthouse Mail Box 
[ j U.S. Mail 
I I Facsi mile Transmission 
I. ] 9J.ernight I.JeI.ivery 
Ivnland Delivery 
r J Courthouse Mail Box 
Jeffrey D. Brunson, Esq. 
Lanee 1. Schuster, Esq. 
John M. Avondet, Esq. 
Michael D. Gaffney, Esq. 
BEARD ST. CLAIR 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
Mark R. Fuller, Esq. 
Daniel Beck, Esq. 
FULLER & CARR 
410 Memorial Drive, Suite 201 
P. O. Box 50935 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405-0935 
A-:-L'~ 
Bryan D. smi@ . , - -----~-.--.... 
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Bryan D. Smith, Esq. ISB No. 4411 
B. J. DriscolL Esq. ISB No. 7010 
SMITH, DRISCOLL & ASSOCIATES, PLLC 
P. O. Box 50731 
414 Shoup Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 524-0731 
Tclefax: (208) 529-4166 
Attorneys for DeCcndants. Doyle Beck, 
and Kirk Woolf 
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An Idaho corporation, SUNNYSIDE PARK 
OWNERS ASSOCIATION. INC., an Idaho 
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Idaho limited liability corporation, DOYLE 
BECK. an individual, and KIRK WOOLF, 
an individual. 
De Ccndants. 
SUNNYSIDE PARK UTILITIES, INC., an 
Idaho coqxm1tion, and SUNNYSIDE 
INDUSTRIAL AND PROFESSIONAL 
PARK, LtC, an Idaho limited liability 
Corporation, DOYLE BECK, an individual, 
and KIRK WOOLF, an individual, 
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PRINTCRAFT PRESS, INC., an ) 
[daho cOl1Joration. and TRA VIS WATERS, ) 
an individuaL ) 
) 
Counter-defendants. ) 
COME NOW, defendants. Doyle Beck and Kirk Woolf, by and through their attorney of 
record, Bryan D. Smith, Esq., of the tirm Smith, Driscoll & Associates, PLLC, and move the 
court pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 50(b) for judgment notwithstanding the verdict. 
Specifically. Doyle Beck and Kirk Woolf seek that judgment be entered in favor of them and 
against Printcran Press, Inc. in the amount of zero notwithstanding the jury's verdict. 
'I 'his motion is made on the following grounds and reasons: 
1. Beck and Woolf owed Printcraft no duty of disclosure as a matter of law; 
2. Printcraft cannot recover damages for hauling its own sewer discharge as a matter 
of Jaw; 
3. Printcraft cannot recover damages tor rental payments as a matter oflaw; and 
4. Printcraft: cannot recover moving expenses as a matter of law. 
This motion is based on this Motion, the Brief in SuppOli of Motion for Judgment 
Notwithstanding thc Verdict. Beck and Woolf s Brief in Support of Motion for Directed Verdict, 
Beck and Woolfs Supplemental Brief in Support of Motion for Directed Verdict, the Notice of 
Hearing filed concurrently herewith, and on the court's records and files herein. 
MOTION FOR JUDGMENT NOTWITHSTANDING THE VERDICT - Page 2 
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Defcndants request oral argument. 
DATED this _j~~arch, 2009. 
SMITH, DRISCOLL & ASSOCIATES, P 
BryanD. S 
Attorneys for Defendants, 
Doyle Beck and Kirk Woolf 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIfY that on the / ~f March, 2009, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing MOTION FOR JUDGMENT NOTWITHSTANDING THE 
VERDICT to be served by placing the same in a sealed envelope and depositing it in the United 
States Mail, postage prepaid, or by hand delivery, facsimile transmission, or overnight delivery, 









Courthouse l'vlail Box 
U.S. Mail 
Facsimile Transmission 
O' night Delivery 
~land Delivery 
Courthollse f\tail Box 
Jeffrey D. Brunson, Esq. 
Lance J. Schuster, Esq. 
John M. Avondet, Esq. 
Michael D. Gaffney, Esq. 
BEARD ST. CLAIR 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
Mark R. Fuller, Esq. 
Daniel Beck, Esq. 
FULLER & CARR 
410 Memorial Drive, Suite 201 
P. O. Box 50935 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405-0935 
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Bryan D. Smith, Esq. - ISB No. 4411 
B. J. Driscoll, Esq. -ISB No. 7010 
SMITH, DRISCOLL & ASSOCIATES, PLLC 
P. O. Box 50731 
414 Shoup Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephon.e: (208) 524-0731 
Telefax: (208) 529-4166 
Attomeys for Defendants, Doyle Beck, 
and Kirk Woolf 
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PRfNTCRAFT PRESS, ]NC., an ) 
Idaho corporation, and TRAVIS WATERS, ) 




COME NOW, defendants, Doyle Beck and Kirk Woolf, by and through their attorney of 
record, Blyan D. Smith, Esq., of the fimi Smith, Driscoll & Associates, PLLC, and move the 
court pursuant to LR.C.P. 59(a)(5) and59(a)(6) for an order granting the plaintiff a new trial in 
the above-referenced matter. 
This motion is made on the following grounds and reasons: 
(1) The damages are excessive appearing to have been given under the influence of 
passion or prejudice. 
(2) TIle evidence is insufficient to justify the verdict and/or the verdict is against the 
Jaw. 
This motion is based on this Motio~ the Brief in Support of Motion For Judgment 
Notwithstanding The Verdict or, Alternatively, Motion for New Trial, and upon the records and 
files herein. 
Defendants reques~gument. 
DATED this l!I!... day of March, 2009. 
SMITII, DRISCOLL & ASSOCIATES 
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Attorneys for Defendants, 
Doyle Beck and Kirk Woolf 
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CERTIFICATE ZF SERVICE 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on the L ~~ March, 2009, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL to be served by placing the srune in a 
sealed envelope and depositing it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, or by hand delivery, 
facsimile transmission, or overnight delivery, addressed to the following: 
( ~Mail Jeffrey D. Brunson, Esq. 
[ :I Facsimile Transmission Lance J. Schuster, Esq. 
[ J Ovemight Delivery John M. Avondet, Esq. 
[ J Hand Delivery Michael D. Gaffney, Esq. 
( 1 COlu·thouseMail Box BEARD ST. CLAIR 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
I: J Facsimile Transmission 
[. ] .9¥ernight Delivery 
r .fHand Delivery 
( J Courthouse Mail Box 
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Bryan D. Smith, Esq. ISB No. 4411 
B. J. DriscolL Esq. ISB No. 7010 
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P. O. Box 50731 
414 Shoup Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 524-0731 
Telefax: (208) 529-4166 
Attorneys for Defendants, Doyle Beck, 
and Kirk Woolf 
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v. ) 
) 
PRINTCRAFT PRESS, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation, and TRAVIS WATERS, ) 




On March 3, 2009, this Court began presiding over a jury trial in this case. The jury 
returned a verdict awarding Printcraft $990,000 in damages. For the reasons explained more fully 
belovv, the Court should enter judgment for defendants awarding Printcraft no damages 
notwithstanding the jury's verdict. 
II. STANDARD FOR MOTION NOTWITHSTANDING THE VERDICT OR, IN THE 
ALTl~RNA TIVE. MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL. 
i\. IN.O.V. Standard. 
Discussing thc concct standard for ruling on a motion for judgment notwithstanding the 
verdict. the Idaho Supreme Court has stated, "In making such a motion, the moving party 
necessarily admits thc truth of all of the non-moving party's evidence, as well as every legitimate 
inferencc that could be drawn therefrom, and asks the court to rule as a matter of law that there was 
not sufIicicnt cvidence upon which the jury could properly find for the non-moving party." Curtis 
v. Firth, 123 Idaho 598, 605 (1993) (citation omitted). "The issue to be resolved is whether 
substantial cvidcnce supports the jury's verdict." Alderson v. Bonner, 142 Idaho 733, 738 (Ct.App. 
2(06) (citation omitted). Tfthe record does not contain substantial evidence to support the verdict, 
then the Court should enter judgment notwithstanding the verdict. 
B. Excessive Damages Standard. 
"When the trial court believes that the jury award was based on substantial and competent 
BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR JUDGMENT NOTWITHSTANDING THE VERDICT OR, IN 
TIlE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL- Page 2 
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evidcnce. but the damage award was based on passion and prejudice, a new trial ... is 
appropriately granted under LR.C.P. 59(a)(5)." Collins v. Jones, 131 Idaho 556,558,961 P.2d 
647. 649 (1998). "When determining if the jury award was proper, the trial court is not to merely 
substitute its opinion for that of the jury, but is to look to the disparity and determine if the 
disparity shocks the conscience of the court." ld. "This standard is subjective, based on the trial 
court's belief that the amount of the award was ... excessive." ld. 
"llow substantial the disparity must be differs with each factual context and with the trial 
judge's scnse of fairness and justice." Collins v. Jones, supra, 131 Idaho at 558,961 P.2d at 649. 
"It is the trial cOllli's duty to weigh the evidence and make an assessment of the credibility and 
weight of that evidcnce." ld. (quoting Dinneen v. Finch, 100 Idaho 620, 624-25, 603 P.2d 575, 
579-580 (1979». "If in the trial judge's determination his or her award differs so substantially 
£l'om thc jury's award that the difference can only be explained because of unjust behavior, a new 
trial ... should bc granted." ld. "When granting or denying a motion for a new trial, the trial 
court must statc its reasons unless the reasons are obvious from the record." ld. 
C. Insufficiency Of The Evidence Standard . 
. ,/\ trial judge may grant a new trial based on LR.C.P. Rule 59(a)(6) where 'after he has 
weighed all the evidence, including his own determination of the credibility of the witnesses, he 
concludes thc vcrdict is not in accord with his assessment of the clear weight of the evidence.'" 
Sheridan 1'. St. Luke's Regional Medical Center, 135 Idaho 775, 779 (2001) citing Quickv. 
Crane. 111 Idaho 759, 766 (1986). "The trial court is given broad discretion in this ruling. The 
trial judge may set aside the verdict even though there is substantial evidence to support it. In 
addition, the trial judge is not required to view the evidence in a light most favorable to the 
verdict-winncr." ld. "The trial court may grant a new trial when it is satisfied the verdict is not 
BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR JUDGMENT NOTWITHSTANDING THE VERDICT OR, IN 
TIlE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL- Page 3 
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supported by, or is contrary to, the evidence, or is convinced the verdict is not in accord with the 
clear weight of the evidence and that the ends of justice would be served by vacating it, or when 
the verdict is not in accord with either law or justice." Blaine v. Byers, 91 Idaho 665, 671 (1967). 
The court must also consider whether a different result would follow in a retrial. Id. 
·'Furthermore. '[ill' having given full respect to the jury's findings, the judge on the entire 
evidence is left v,ith the definite and firm conviction that a mistake has been committed, it is to 
be expected that he \vill grant a new trial. '" Sheridan v. Sf. Luke's Regional A1edical Center, 
supra. 135 Idaho at 779 citing Quick v. Crane, 111 Idaho at 768. 
D. Beck and Woolfs Requested Relief 
Here, defendants incorporate by reference their arguments that they owed Printcraft no 
duty of nondisclosure as a matter of law. Defendants further contend that there was not sufficient 
evidence upon which the jury could properly find for the defendants on Printcraft's (1) hauling 
damages: (2) lease payments; and (3) moving damages. Alternatively, Beck and Woolf submit 
that the jury's award excessive requiring a new trial. Beck and Woolf have already addressed the 
duty issue in briefing before the court. Beck and Woolf address damage items 1-3 below. 
Ill. PRINTCRAFT CANNOT RECOVER DAMAGES FOR HAULING ITS OWN SEWER 
DISCHARGE AFTER THE DISCONNECTION. 
One of the items of damages Printcraft sought to recover was over $400,000 of expenses 
PrintcraCt claims it has incurred and will incur to haul off its own sewer discharge after the 
disconnection. Printcraft claims that defendants' alleged fraud caused Printcraft to locate to the 
Sunnyside Park building where it eventually became disconnected from the sewer system thus 
causing Printcraft to haul its own sewage. In this regard, the court gave jury instruction 15, 
which reads in pertinent part: "When I use the expression 'proximate cause,' I mean a cause 
which. in natural and probable sequence, produced the complained injury, loss or damage, and 
BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR JUDGMENT NOTWITHSTANDING THE VERDICT OR, IN 
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but for that cause the damage would not have occurred. It need not be the only cause. It is 
sufficient if it is a substantial factor in bringing about the injury, loss or damage." 
Importantly. an intervening act between defendants' allegedly wrongful conduct and 
Printcraft's damages can constitute a "superseding cause" that breaks the causal chain of events 
so as to preclude defendants' allegedly wrongful conduct from being the "legal cause" of 
Printcrafr s damages. Idaho has adopted the Restatement (Second) of Torts Section 441 (l) 
(1965). According to this Restatement, the following guidelines should be considered in 
determining whether an intervening act was a superseding cause of harm to another: 
(a) the fact that its intervention brings about harm different in kind from that which 
would otherwise have resulted from the actor's negligence; 
(b) the l~lct that its operation or the consequences thereof appear after the event to be 
extraordinary rather than normal in view of the circumstances existing at the time of 
its opcration; 
(c) thc fact that the intervening force is operating independently of any situation created 
by the actor's negligence, or, on the other hand, is or is not a normal result of such a 
situation; 
(d) the tact that the operation of the intervening force is due to a third person's act or to 
his jailure to act; 
(e) the fact that the intervening force is due to an act of a third person which is wrongful 
to\vard thc other and as such subjects the third person to liability to him; 
(1) the degree of culpability of a wrongful act of a third person which sets the intervening 
Corce in motion." 
Idaho has adopted these considerations which require the court to determine whether the 
intervening act is "such a highly extraordinary act so as not to be foreseeable by ... thus, 
becoming a superseding cause of injury." Mica Mobile Sales & Leasing, Inc. v. Skyline Corp., 
97 Idaho 408. 412 (1975). "Ordinarily, a question of foreseeability is a question of fact." Id. 
"However, when the undisputed facts can lead to only one reasonable conclusion, this court may 
rule upon the issue of foreseeability as a matter of law." Id. at p. 413. 
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The Idaho Supreme Court has held that placing methanol in a fresh water system in 
violation of state law is an unforeseeable "extraordinary event" and therefore a "superseding 
causc." ld. In A1ico lvfobile Sales & Leasing, Inc., the plaintiffs 13 month old son died after 
drinking a bottle made from water contaminated with methanol used to prevent the plumbing 
system in the mobile home from freezing. The plaintiffs sued the mobile home manufacturer and 
retailer claiming their "wrongful conduct" caused the death. The facts were undisputed that the 
mobile home retailer and not the manufacturer placed the methanol into the plumbing system 
after it had taken delivery of the mobile home. The manufacturer moved for summary judgment 
against the plaintiffs' complaint and against the retailer's cross claim contending that the 
manufacturer was not a legal cause of the damages. The retailer's cross claim alleged that two 
manufacturing defects were the proximate cause of the death. The Idaho Supreme Court stated 
that "I r]cgardless of the theory under which recovelY is sought, the plaintiff, to recover, must 
establish that the injury complained of is causally related to the defendant's act or omission." 
JHico Mobile Sales & Leasing, Inc. v. Skyline Corp., supra, 97 Idaho at 411. The Supreme Court 
stated that "Mico' s act of placing the methanol in a fresh water system was in violation of state 
law ... thus. its act was an extraordinary event which was not foreseeable to Skyline. As a 
matter of law. Mico's act of placing a toxic substance (methanol) in the fresh water system was a 
superseding cause. The summary judgment entered in favor of Skyline is affirmed." Id. at 414. 
Here. this court has ruled that Sunnyside justifiably terminated Printcraft's sewer 
connection because Printcraft unlawfully discharged substances into the sewer system in 
violation of state law. It is this disconnection that has caused Printcraft to haul off its own 
sewage and claim as hauling expenses an item of damages in excess of $400,000. However, just 
like the unlawful placement of methanol was as a matter of law a "superseding cause" of the 
BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR JUDGMENT NOTWITHSTANDING THE VERDICT OR, IN 
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mobile home manufacture's "wrongful conduct," so too is Printcraft's unlawful discharges into 
Sunnyside's sewer system and the resulting justifiable disconnection a "superseding cause" as a 
matter or law of defendants' alleged fraud. Accordingly, Printcraft cmIDot recover any sewer 
hauling damages. 
IV. PRINTCRl\.FT CANNOT RECOVER RENTAL PAYMENTS OR MOVING 
EXPENSES. 
This court gave jury instruction number 15 which reads in pertinent part: "When I use the 
expression 'proximate cause,' I mean a cause which, in natural and probable sequence, produced 
the complained injury, loss or damage, and but for that cause the damage would not have 
occurred. It need not be the only cause. It is sufficient if it is a substantial factor in bringing 
about the injury, loss or damage. It is not a proximate cause if the injury, loss or damage likely 
1V0uid have occurred anyway." (Emphasis added). 
1lere, Mr. Waters testified that Printcraft was looking for a new location for its building. 
Printcralt had bought the "Crown Label" equipment and inventory and wanted to bring the 
existing equipment at Printcraft and the Crown Label equipment "under one roof." Mr. Waters 
testified that doing so would be much more "efficient." Therefore, he began looking at new 
locations including the old Fred Meyer building, the old Ernst building, the Pepsi building, and 
several others. Importantly, Mr. Waters testified that ifhe had not moved into the SUlli1yside 
location Printcrail would have moved somewhere else and incurred rental expenses anyway-
even ij'he lurd never met Beck or Woolf. Mr. Waters further testified that Printcraft was 
"financially trapped." Therefore, Printcraft is not moving. Mr. Waters said, "moving is not an 
option. " 
Given this testimony from Mr. Waters, Printcraft could not possibly have incurred any 
rental payments that "but for" defendants' "fraud" would not have occurred within the meaning 
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of jury instruction number 15. Moreover, according to Mr. Waters own testimony, rental 
payments "likely vvould have occurred anyway." Therefore, they could not have been the 
proximatc causc of defendants' "fraud." In this regard, there was no evidence that Printcraft 
would have moved to a less expensive building had Printcraft not come to SUlli1yside. There was 
no evidence that Printcraft intends to move to a less expensive building. If there had been some 
evidcnce on either of these two points, Printcraft possibly could claim the difference between 
Printcraft's lease at Sunnyside and what it would have paid had it moved elsewhere or if it moves 
elsewhere. For example, if Mr. Waters had said that had he not moved Printcraft to Sunnyside he 
could have found a different location and entered less expensive lease, then Printcraft could at 
least claim the difference as damages caused by defendants' "fraud." IfMr. Waters claimed that 
he has to move to a more expensive location, then Printcraft could at least claim the difference as 
damages caused by defendants' "fraud." But on this record, no evidence exists for Printcraft to 
claim "rental payments" as damages that it incurred "but for" defendants' alleged fraud. 
Similarly, Mr. Waters testified that Printcraft would have incurred moving expenses if 
Printcran had moved to a location other than Sunnyside. Accordingly, Printcraft would have 
incurred moving expenses "anyway" making the moving expenses not the proximate cause of 
any "fraud." At a minimum, Printcraft failed to prove by clear and convincing evidence that its 
identiiied moving expenses were different from those it would have incurred "anyway" and 
therefore j~liled to carry its burden on this item of damages. 
V. BECK AND WOOLF REQUEST A JUDGMENT NOTWITHSTANDING THE 
VERDICT OR, ALTERNATIVELY, A NEW TRIAL. 
Beck and Woolf have presented their legal argument that they owed Printcraft no duty of 
disclosure. If for some reason the court does not grant Beck and Woolf's motion for directed 
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verdict on this issue, Beck and Woolf again ask that the court find no duty and grant Beck and 
Woolf's motion for judgment notwithstanding the verdict. 
Beck and Woolf have presented their argument that Printcraft should not recover any 
damages against Beck and Woolf because as a matter oflaw that there was not sufficient evidence 
upon \vhich the jury could properly find for any damages for Printcraft. Accordingly, the court 
should grant Beck and Woolf's motion for directed verdict on all Printcraft's damages. 
Altemativcly, the court could rule that the Printcraft cannot recover hauling damages or rental 
damages leaving only moving damages in the amount of$27,880.23. (See Plaintiff's Exhibit 135). 
The court should deduct from this amount $11,570 for fWming power to the building, which is 
clearly not a moving expense, (See Plaintiff's Exhibit 136-1), and the court should deduct $3,255 
for moving a printing press that Mr. Waters testified to in deposition that he would not seek as 
damages but that is included in the $27,880.23 figure. (See Plaintiff's Exhibit 136-3). 
Finally, Beck and Woolf submit that the court should grant them a new trial if the cOUli 
concludes that 
( 1 ) Printcraft. is not entitled to recover either hauling damages or rent damages because 
nobody knows how much the jury awarded for these but obviously awarded some amount for both; 
or 
(2) There is insufficient evidence to justifY the verdict; or 
(3) The $990,000 in damages was based on "passion and prejudice"; or 
(4) The difference between the amount the court would have awarded and the amount 
the jury awarded "shocks the conscience of the court" (especially here where Mr. Waters testified 
that he \vould have incuned rent even ifhe had never met Beck or Woolf and obviously the 
$990,000 award includes rental payments); or 
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(5) After weighing the evidence the court concludes that the verdict is not in accord 
'Aith the court's assessment of the clear weight of the evidence, the ends of justice would be served 
by vacating the award, and a different result would follow in a retrial; or 
(6) The verdict is not in accord with either law or justice, the ends of justice would be 
served by vacating the award, and a different result would follow in a retrial; or 
(7) The court is left with a definite and finn conviction that a mistake has been 
committed. the ends of justice would be served by vacating the award, and a different result 
would Coil()\\ in a retrial. 
VI. CONCLUSION. 
For all the reasons set forth above, the court should enter judgment in favor of Beck and 
Woolf and against Printcraft for zero or, alternatively, grant Beck and Woolf a new trial. 
DATED thislJI-~fMarch, 2009. 
SMITH, DRISCOLL & ASSOCIATES 
QY:~ '0 ~ 
~rYill1D. ith 
Attorneys for Defendants, 
Doyle Beck and Kirk Woolf 
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MOTION FOR JUDGMENT 
NOTWITHSTANDING THE VERDICT 
AND ALTERNATIVE MOTION FOR 
NEW TRIAL 
MOTION FOR JNOV AND ALTERNATIVE MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL - 1 
COMES NOW the Defendant/ Sunnyside Park utilities, Inc., an 
Idaho corporation, (hereafter "Sunnyside fl ) and files this Motion 
For Judgment Notwithstanding the Verdict pursuant to IRCP 50 (b) 
and Alternative Motion for New Trial pursuant to IRCP 59(a) (5) and 
( 6) . 
LEGAL STANDARD 
A Judgment Notwithstanding the Verdict is recognized as "a 
delayed Motion for Directed Verdict. /f Mann v. Safeway Stores, 
Inc., 95 Idaho 732, 736, 518 P.2d 1194, 1198 (1974). Idaho's Court 
of Appeals has stated that on a Motion for Judgment 
Notwithstanding the verdict "[t]he issue to be resolved is whether 
substantial evidence supports the jury's verdict./f Alderson v. 
Bonner, 142 Idaho 733, 738, 132 P.3d 1261 (Ida.App. 2006). "A jury 
verdict must be upheld if there is evidence of sufficient quantity 
and probative value that reasonable minds could have reached a 
similar conclusion to that of the jury.1f Horner v. Sani-Top, Inc., 
143 Idaho 230, 233, 141 P.3d 1099 (2006). "[B]y substantial, it is 
not meant that the evidence must be uncontradicted but that the 
evidence must be of sufficient quantity and probative value that 
reasonable minds could conclude that the verdict of the jury was 
proper.1f White v. Mock, 140 Idaho 882/ 889/ 104 P.3d 356 (2004). 
Idaho's Supreme Court has stated the following regarding a 
Motion for New Trial pursuant to IRCP 59(a) (5): 
Where a motion for a new trial is premised on inadequate or 
excessive damages, the trial court must weigh the evidence 
and then compare the jury's award to what he would have given 
had there been no jury. If the disparity is so great that it 
appears to the trial court that the award was given under the 
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influence of passion or prejudice, the verdict ought not 
stand. It need not be proven that there was in fact passion 
or prejudice nor is it necessary to point to such in the 
record. The appearance of such is sufficient. A trial court 
is not restricted to ruling a verdict inadequate or excessive 
'as a matter of law.' Additionally, the rule that a verdict 
will not be set aside when supported by substantial but 
conflicting evidence has no application to a trial court 
ruling upon a motion for a new trial. 
Wilson v. J.R. Simplot Co., 143 Idaho 730, 731, 152 P.3d 601 
(2007) . 
"Under I.R.C.P. 59(a) (6), a district court may grant a new 
trial based on the ground of 'insufficiency of the evidence to 
justify the verdict or other decision.' /I Johannsen v. Utterbeck, 
Docket No. 34023, pg. 8 (10-16-2008) (citing I.R.C.P. 59 (a) (6)). "A 
trial judge may grant a new trial on that ground if, after making 
his or her own assessment of the credibility of the witnesses and 
weighing the evidence, the judge determines that the verdict is 
not in accord with the clear weight of the evidence." Id. (quoting 
Hudelson v. Delta Intern. Machinery Corp., 142 Idaho 244, 248, 127 
P.3d 147, 151 (2005). 
If an alternative motion for a new trial is made with the 
Motion for JNOV, the trial court must rule on both motions 
separately. Quick v. Crane, 111 Idaho 759, 727 P.2d 1187 (1986); 
Beco Constr. Co. v. Harper Contractcting, Inc., 130 Idaho 4, 936 
P.2d 202 (Ct.App. 1997). "Because a jury will still determine the 
factual issues, the standard for granting a new trial is much less 
rigorous than that applied to motions for directed verdict or 
judgment n.o.v .... A motion for new trial should be granted if the 
Court believes that the jury verdict is not in accord with law or 
equity." Sheets v. Argo-West, Inc., 104 Idaho 880, 883, 664 P.2d 
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787 (Ct.App. 1983). The rule that a verdict will not be set aside 
when supported by substantial but conflicting evidence has no 
application to a trial court ruling upon a motion for new trial. 
Dinneen v. Finch, 100 Idaho 620, 626, 603 P.2d 575 (1979). 
ARGUMENT FOR JNOV/RENEWED MOTION FOR DIRECTED VERDICT 
A. No Duty to Disclose 
"Whether a duty exists is a question of law./I Chavez v. 
Barrus, 146 Idaho 212, 192 P.3d 1036 (2008) (pinpoint cite 
unavailable). There is no basis for extending a duty to disclose 
to third party beneficiaries. The Restatement of Torts, §551(2) 
specifically states: "One party to a business transaction is under 
a duty to exercise reasonable care to disclose to the other before 
the transaction is consummated ... " RESTATEMENT 2ND of Torts §551. The 
plain language of the Restatement applies only to the first and 
second parties to the contract and not to third party 
beneficiaries. Similarly, in Sowards v. Rathbun, the third prong 
only considers the two parties to the contract and does not 
discuss the rights of any third party beneficiary. Sowards v. 
Rathbun, 134 Idaho 702, 707, 8 P.3d 1245 (2000). (" ... if a fact 
known by one party and not the other is so vital that if the 
mistake were mutual the contract would be voidable ... /I (Emphasis 
Added)). Furthermore, the Idaho Supreme Court in Chavez, noted 
that Idaho "has not previously engrafted the body of contract law 
relating to third-party beneficiaries to the law of intentional 
torts./I Chavez v. Barrus, 146 Idaho 212, fn. 6, 192 P.3d 1036 
(2008) . 
There can be no dispute that the third prong of Sowards 
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requires a transaction between two parties and without such a 
transaction a claim for fraudulent non-disclosure fails as a 
matter of law. Such was the basis for the Court's grant of 
directed verdict to Sunnyside Industrial and Professional Park, 
LLC in this case. There is no support in the law for application 
of the third prong of Sowards to third party beneficiaries. The 
comment to Restatement of Contracts §551 states: "[u]nless he is 
under one of the duties of disclosure stated in Subsection (2), 
one party to a business transaction is not liable to the other for 
harm caused by his failure to disclose to the other facts of which 
he knows the other is ignorant ... 1f RESTATEMENT OF CONTRACTS §511, 
Comment a. Because the existence of a duty to disclose in an arm's 
length transaction is an exception to the general rule, this Court 
should not create new exceptions where the Supreme Court 
previously refused to extend the exception to third party 
beneficiaries. 
The third prong of Sowards has been the focus of this case 
since the Court's August 31, 2007. Defendants have argued that the 
only way for Sunnyside to actually know that Printcraft did not 
know certain information was if Printcraft had asked for the 
information. Case law from other states, dealing specifically with 
a duty to disclose supports Sunnyside's argument. In Consolidated 
Construction v. Metal Building Comp., the Alabama Supreme Court 
held: 
When the parties to a transaction deal with each other at 
arm's length, with no confidential relationship, no 
obligation to disclose information arises when the 
information is not requested. 
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961 So.2d 820, 825 (Ala.2007) (quoting Mason v. Chrysler Corp., 653 
So.2d 951, 954-955 (Ala.1995). In The Shutter Shop, Inc. v. 
Amersham Corp., the Federal District Court in Alabama identified 
several states with similar holdings stating: 
A disclosing party cannot be punished for fraudulent 
suppression unless the questioning party articulates with 
reasonable clarity the particular information it desires. See 
Ex parte Ford Motor Credit, 717 So.2d at 786-788 
(illustrating a question of 'general nature ... not specific 
enough' to impose a wideranging disclosure obligation) i see 
also Jones v. Ballon. Stall & Itzler, 1990 WL 113120 at [*]9 
(S.D.N Y 1990), aff'd, 930 F.2d 908 (2 nd . Cir. 1991) (no duty 
to disclose except in response to inquiries 'sufficient' to 
alert party questioned) i Thompson v. Occidental Life Ins. 
Co., 513 P.2d 353, 360 (Cal. 1973) (no duty to disclose when 
questioning party does not convey significance of question 
asked) . 
114 F.Supp.2d 1218, 1226 (M.D.Ala. 2000). The testimony at trial 
was clear that Mr. Waters, on behalf of Printcraft never asked a 
single general or specific question regarding sewer services of 
Sunnyside, Beck or Woolf. The reasoning behind this is that the 
" ... law presumes that the parties are capable of handling their own 
affairs and guarding their interests by asking reasonably 
specific, direct questions that will satisfy their need for 
information." Pearson's Pharmacy, Inc. v. Express Scripts, Inc., 
505 F.Supp.2d 1272, 1278 (M.D.Ala 2007) (quoting Shutter Shop, Inc. 
v. Amersham Corp., 114 F.Supp.2d 1218, 1225 (M.D.Ala. 2000). Based 
on the few brief meetings and the lack of questions, there was no 
way for Beck, Woolf, or Sunnyside to know what Printcraft knew or 
didn't know. Printcraft was in a better position to ask specific, 
direct questions, and thereby let Sunnyside know what Printcraft 
did not know. 
Defendants further rely upon briefing submitted to the Court 
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in support of the Motion for Directed Verdict which the Court took 
under advisement, indicating an intent to rule on such motion 
post-trial. The Court must now determine, as a matter of law, if a 
duty is owed to a Third Party Beneficiary, in light of the 
unanimous Idaho Supreme Court holding in Chavez, that such a duty 
has never been previously found in Idaho. 
B. September 25, 2006 Settlement Agreement Is A Complete 
Defense to Printcraft's Fraudulent Non-Disclosure Claim. 
The September 25, 2006 agreement between Doyle Beck and 
Travis Waters was a valid settlement agreement which was partially 
performed by the parties leading to "at least an implied in fact 
contract whereby Sunnyside would provide services to Printcraft by 
receiving waste." Memorandum Decision and Order, April 23, 2008, 
p. 7. Idaho's Courts have long held that "[t]he existence of a 
valid agreement of compromise and settlement is a complete defense 
to an action based upon the original claim." Goodman v. Lothrop, 
143 Idaho 622, 625, 151 P.3d 818 (2007). (quoting Wilson v. 
Bogert, 81 Idaho 535, 542, 347 P.2d 341 (1959). "Where the parties 
to a legal controversy, in good faith enter into a contract 
compromising and settling their adverse claims, such agreement is 
binding upon the parties, and, in the absence of fraud, duress or 
undue influence, is enforceable either at law or in equity 
according to the nature of the case." Wilson v. Bogert, 81 Idaho 
535, 542, 347 P.2d 341 (1959). "The compromise agreement becomes 
the sole source and measure of the rights of the parties involved 
in the previously existing controversy." Id. In Bogert, the Court 
stated that " ... it appears that a valid compromise agreement, 
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enforceable at least in part, is alleged to have been entered into 
by the parties. So long as such agreement existed, plaintiff could 
not maintain an action on the original tort claim." Id. 
There was no dispute at trial that in September of 2006 the 
parties met in order to discuss the septic system, the rules and 
regulations, and Sunnyside's disputes with DEQ and District Seven 
Health Department. See Letter dated September 26, 2006, admitted 
as Trial Exhibit AN, confirming that an agreement had been 
reached. This contract was formed after full disclosure on 
September 20, 2006 of the Third Party Beneficiary Agreement and 
the Rules and Regulations. See Letter admitted as Trial Exhibit 
25. As a result, all of the issues that form the basis for 
Printcraft's fraudulent non-disclosure claims were merged into the 
settlement agreement reached between the parties after 
consultation with their respective attorneys. This settlement 
agreement provides a complete defense as a matter of law to 
Printcraft's claims for fraudulent non-disclosure all of which 
pre-date this implied-in-fact contract entered into on September 
25, 2006. 
ARGUMENT FOR NEW TRIAL 
A. The Jury Awarded Excessive Damages To Print craft and 
Inadequate Damages to Sunnyside Which Appear to Have Been 
Given Under the Influence of Passion or Prejudice. 
The damages award to Printcraft in the amount of $990,000 is 
excessive and appears to have been awarded under the influence of 
passion or prejudice, requiring a New Trial under IRCP 59(a) (5) 
Pursuant to Idaho Law, upon a Motion for New Trial under IRCP 
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59(a) (5) the Court must weigh the evidence1 and determine what, if 
any damages, the Court would award if there had been no jury. If 
the difference between what the Court would award and what the 
jury actually awarded is so great that it appears to have been 
given based upon passion or prejudice, then the Court should grant 
the request for a new tria1 2 • Wilson v. J.R. Simplot Co., 143 
Idaho 730, 731, 152 P.3d 601 (2007). Unless this Court would have 
awarded Printcraft damages approaching $1,000,000, as a result of 
the very limited contacts between the parties, this Court must 
grant a new trial to allow a new jury to re-evaluate the limited 
evidence of breach of duty by defendants. If the Court was shocked 
by the size of the award made by the jury, a new trial must be 
granted. IRCP 59(a) (5) allows a Court to order a new trial if the 
jury awards "excessive damages or inadequate damages, appearing to 
have been given under the influence of passion or prejudice." 
"Where the difference between the jury's damage award and the 
amount the trial court would have awarded is so great as to 
suggest, but not establish, passion or prejudice, the granting of 
a new trial is appropriate." Sheets v. Argo-West, Inc., 104 Idaho 
880, 887, 664 P.2d 787 (Ct.App.1983). 
Furthermore, unless this Court would have awarded no damages 
to Sunnyside, and found no nuisance or trespass, a new trial 
should also be granted on Sunnyside's counterclaims. 
1 The Court should weigh this Motion based upon the clear and convincing 
standard of proof because that would be the standard the Court would have if 
this were a Court trial. 
2 From post-trial conversations with the jury, it is apparent that damages 
were awarded for sewage hauling expenses over a ten year period, three years 
of rent, and a significant, but randomly determined award of Printcraft's 
attorney fees. 
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B. The Evidence is Insufficient to Justify the Verdict and 
It Is Against the Law 
The evidence is insufficient to justify the verdict because 
there was no clear and convincing evidence of proximate cause, 
reasonable reliance, or damages related to the sewage disposal 
costs or the lease, requiring a new trial under IRCP 59(a) (6). 
There was no clear and convincing evidence presented that the 
sewage hauling expenses were proximately caused by a failure to 
disclose information over one year before the first expenses for 
hauling were incurred. To establish fraud by nondisclosure, 
plaintiff is required to prove that plaintiff " ... was damaged as a 
proximate result of the nondisclosure." Watts v. Krebs, 131 Idaho 
616, 619, 962 P.2d 387 (1998). Mr. waters confirmed that no 
expenses for hauling were incurred prior to the disconnection of 
the sewer connection and specifically that Printcraft had to haul 
its waste because Printcraft was disconnected. 
The evidence is insufficient because there was no clear and 
convincing evidence of reasonable reliance. "One of the elements 
that must be proven in order to establish fraud is justifiable 
reliance ... " Watson v. Weick, 141 Idaho 500, 507, 112 P. 3d 788 
(2005). The evidence in this case established only a handful of 
communications, spanning over several years between the parties. 
Furthermore, Mr. Waters stated that he didn't even know that 
Sunnyside Park Utilities' existed until after construction of the 
building had begun and Printcraft had committed to occupy the 
property. It is difficult to imagine how a party could reasonably 
rely on disclosures from an entity that the party did not even 
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know existed. 
This Court has previously found as a matter. of law "there can 
be no justifiable reliance as to any alleged non-disclosure 
relating to sunnyside's ability to handle all of Printcraft's 
actual waste water." Memorandum Decision and Order, January 15, 
2009, pg. 5. The Court further ruled as a matter of law that 
Printcraft may not recover damages "based upon Sunnyside's 
termination of septic service since the Court has previously 
determined that such action was not wrongful." Memorandum Decision 
and Order, January 15, 2009, pg. 3-4. Any costs to remove 
Printcraft's sewage as a result of Sunnyside's lawful 
disconnection of the building must be set aside as a matter of law 
and a new trial granted to Sunnyside. 
Printcraft did not present evidence of how its ten years of 
lease payments were damages or why it is entitled to ten years of 
hauling expenses. Such future damages were not proven with 
reasonable certainty. "The award of damages must be based upon 
proof, not upon speculation or conj ecture ... For an award of future 
damages to be sustained, the plaintiff must prove them with 
reasonable certainty." Cole v. Esquibel, 145 Idaho 652, 654, 182 
P.3d 709 (2008). Prior to trial, Printcraft argued that the lease 
payments were an alternative damage claim in the event Printcraft 
was forced to move from the property. Printcraft did not present 
any evidence of loss of use of the building and Mr. Waters 
acknowledged that Printcraft will not move from its current 
location. Because Printcraft has been fully able to use the 
building through the use of an alternative sewer service, 
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Printcraft's payments for rent are not damages. Because there is 
no evidence that Printcraft was or will be unable to fully use the 
building, awards of rent in any amount to Printcraft are 
unwarranted. 
CONCLUSION 
Sunnyside requests the Court rule on the Motion for Directed 
Verdict or Motion for Judgment N.O.V. and rule that Sunnyside owed 
no duty of disclosure to Printcraft, setting aside the Jury 
Verdict. Alternatively, Sunnyside requests the Court order a new 
trial on all issues or on Sunnyside's Counterclaims. Sunnyside 
joins in all motions filed by Beck and Woolf regarding Judgment 
N.O.V., Directed Verdict, and Motion for New Trial. 
DATED this ft day of March, 2009. 
Mark R. Fuller 
Attorney for Defendant 
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OBJECTION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY FEES 
AND COSTS 
OBJECTION TO PLAINTIFF'S CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS - 1 
COMES NOW the Defendant 1 Sunnyside Park Utilities l Inc' l an 
Idaho corporation, (hereafter "Sunnyside ll ) and files this 
Obj ection to Plaintiff 1 s Memorandum of Attorney Fees and Costs 
pursuant to IRCP 54(d) (6) and 54(e) (6) within fourteen (14) days 
of service of the Memorandum seeking fees and costs on March 30 1 
2009. Sunnyside adopts and relies upon all objections to 
Plaintiff/s attorney fees set forth by Defendants Beck and Woolf 
in their separate objection, as if incorporated herein. 
ARGUMENT 
I. PREVAILING PARTY (ISSUE RESERVED) 
sunnyside concedes that Printcraft is the prevailing party in 
this litigation based on the Judgment on Verdict of $990 1 000. 
However 1 if the Court grants relief under either the Motion for 
JNOV or the Motion for New Trial l Sunnyside reserves the right to 
dispute Printcraft's status as the prevailing party. 
II. ATTORNEY FEES SHOULD BE DISALLOWED ENTIRELY 
Printcraft asserts that it is entitled to attorney fees under 
"two commercial transactions: (1) [for Printcraft] to occupy a 
commercial building in the Sunnyside Industrial Park under a ten 
year lease and (2) to pay for utility services that ultimately 
were prohibited as a result of the defendant/s malfeasance. 1I 
Memorandum of Law RE: Award of Attorney's Fees, pg .. 6. For the 
reasons set forth hereafter l Printcraft is not entitled to 
attorney fees under either of these alleged commercial 
transactions. 
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a. Sunnyside was not a party to any commercial 
transaction regarding the lease 
Printcraft is not entitled to attorney fees under §12-120(3) 
based upon a commercial transaction for Printcraft to occupy a 
commercial building under a ten year lease. Sunnyside was not a 
party to any lease for Printcraft to occupy a commercial building 
in the subdivision. This lease transaction, between CTR Management 
and Printcraft, does not provide Printcraft with a claim for 
attorney fees under Idaho Code §120(3). Idaho's Supreme Court has 
recently denied a claim for attorney fees pursuant to I.C. §12-
120(3) where the party claiming fees was not an actual party to 
the transaction and was instead a beneficiary attempting to 
enforce the agreement. Taylor v. Maile, Docket No. 33781, pg. 10 
(Idaho 1-30-2009) ("The district court properly denied the Taylors' 
Motion for Attorney Fees. The Court determined that the Taylors 
could not receive attorney fees pursuant to I.C. §12-120(3) 
because the Earnest Money Agreement was between the Trust and the 
Mailes and, therefore, the Taylors were not a party to the 
transaction ... We affirm the district court. 1/) A copy of Taylor v. 
Maile is attached for the convenience of the Court. Where there is 
a commercial transaction, but it is not between the parties to the 
litigation, the commercial transaction cannot constitute the basis 
upon which the party is entitled to attorney fees. 
Even in the recent case of Blimka, which broadened the scope 
of attorney fees under Idaho Code §12-120(3), the Supreme Court 
still held that attorney fees under §12-120(3) are only proper if 
"the commercial transaction is integral to the claim, and 
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constitutes the basis upon which the party is attempting to 
recover." Blimka v. My Web Wholesaler, LLC, 143 Idaho 723, 728, 
152 P.3d 594, 599 (2007) (Emphasis Added). In Beco Const. v. J-U-B 
Engineers, the Court held the following: "The case at bar clearly 
involved a 'commercial transaction' within the meaning of I.C. 
§12-120(3), but the transaction was between the City and BECO and 
not between J-U-B and BECO." 145 Idaho 719, 726, 145 Idaho 719 
(2008). The Court then held that such a commercial transaction was 
not sufficient to provide a basis for a fee award under §12-
120(3). Id. 
Sunnyside further relies upon the holding of Sowards v. 
Rathbun, 134 Idaho 702, 8 P.3d 1245 (2000) as explained by this 
Court in its Order on SPOA's Motion for Attorney Fees, entered 
April 2, 2009 ("As in Sowards, the gravamen of this action was the 
tort claim for fraud by nondisclosure. As in Sowards, §12-120(3) 
cannot be the basis for an award of attorney fees.") Id., pg. 3. 
Even though this case was remotely connected to a lease 
between Printcraft and CTR Management, that transaction was not 
between Sunnyside and Printcraft and cannot be the basis of a 
attorney fee award under §12-120(3). The gravamen of this 
litigation was the tort claim for fraud by nondisclosure, not 
enforcement of the lease to which Sunnyside was not a party. 
b. Printcraft is not entitled t~Attorney Fees for an 
alleged commercial transaction for sewer services 
where Printcraft violated the law. 
Printcraft is not entitled to recover under §12-120(3) based 
upon any alleged commercial transaction where Printcraft's own 
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illegal conduct breached the contract. In Farrell v. Whiteman, the 
Idaho Supreme Court held as follows: 
Whiteman argues that the district court erred by awarding 
attorney fees to Farrell under Idaho Code §12-120(3) because 
the underlying implied-in-fact contract was illegal. In the 
case of an illegal contract, neither party may claim the 
benefit of Idaho Code 12-120 (3) ... Even when a party is 
permitted some recovery on an illegal transaction, the court 
may not award attorney fees under Idaho Code §12-120(3). 
Farrell v. Whiteman, Docket No. 34383 (Idaho 1-22-09). A copy of 
Farrell v. Whiteman is attached for the convenience of the Court. 
In Farrell, the Court specifically referenced Trees v. Kersey, 
which stated that "[t]he commercial transaction must be 'intergral 
to the claim' and constitute 'the basis upon which the party is 
attempting to recover. "' 138 Idaho 3, 12, 56 P.3d 765 (2002)1. In 
Trees the Court explained that the commercial transaction was not 
"the basis upon which the party was attempting to recover." Id. 
The Trees Court explained: " ... the award of the district court was 
based upon the exception to the illegality doctrine for fraud 
which sounds in tort." Id. It is fundamental, "that rights based 
on violation of law will never be enforced by the courts and that 
when a transaction is shown to be illegal because of contravention 
of a statute, a court is justified in its refusal to uphold the 
transaction in any way." Trees, 138 Idaho at 12, 56 P.3d 765 
(2002) (citing Nash v. Meyer, 54 Idaho 283, 31 P.2d 273 
(1934)) (emphasis added). The reasoning behind this rule is as 
follows: 
No court will lend its aid to a man who founds his cause of 
action upon an immoral or illegal act. If from the 
1 While Trees v. Kersey, predates Blimka v. My Web Wholesaler, LLC, the 
Court's reliance upon Trees in Farrell v. Whiteman in 2009 clearly indicates 
that the holding in Trees has not been overruled and is still Idaho law. 
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plaintiffs' own stating, or otherwise, the cause of action 
appears to arise ex turpa causa, or the transgression of a 
positive law of this country, there the court says he has no 
right to be assisted. It is upon that ground that the court 
goes not for the sake of the defendant, but because they will 
not lend their aid to such a plaintiff. 
Nash v. Meyer, 54 Idaho 283, 300 (1934). 
In this case it is undisputed and established as a matter of 
law that Printcraft breached any express or implied in fact 
contract between the parties by illegally discharging substances 
in violation of law. See Memorandum Decision and Order, entered 
August 31, 2007. As a result, Printcraft has no right to 
assistance, under any claim based in contract. Because of 
Printcraft's illegal conduct, Printcraft could not obtain any 
relief based upon either alleged commercial transaction. This 
Court has previously held that Printcraft's claims for "damages 
cannot be based upon Sunnyside's termination of the septic service 
since the Court has previously determined that such action was not 
wrongful." See Memorandum Decision and Order entered January 15, 
2009, pg. 3-4. This "implied in fact contract whereby Sunnyside 
would provide services to Printcraft by receiving waste" (See 
Memorandum Decision and Order entered April 23, 2008, pg. 7) is 
the exact transaction "to pay for utility services" upon which 
Printcraft seeks to recover attorney fees. Printcraft forfeited 
all rights to recover in contract by its illegal conduct. 
Printcraft cannot recover attorney fees under §12-120(3) as a 
reward for its own illegal conduct. Printcraft's only possibility 
for recovery is under an exception to the illegality doctrine, 
which is clearly based in tort not in contract. 
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Printcraft's recovery could only be based upon some exception 
to the illegality doctrine which allowed Printcraft to avoid the 
consequences of its own illegal conduct. Such a claim clearly 
sounds in tort. The present case is easily distinguishable from 
Blimka, where the prevailing party did not need to base its claim 
in tort to avoid the consequences of its own illegal conduct and 
could instead base its fraud claim directly on the commercial 
transaction. 
Printcraft is not entitled to an award of fees under §12-
120(3) because Sunnyside was not a party to the commercial lease 
between Printcraft and CTR Management. Printcraft's own illegal 
conduct in discharging sewage in violation of state law prevents 
it from basing its attorney fee claim upon any implied in fact 
contract. The Court should not award Printcraft any fees pursuant 
to Idaho Code §12-120(3) because Printcraft's claims were based in 
tort not on a commercial transaction. 
III. ATTORNEY FEES SHOULD NOT BE AWARDED FOR DISTINCT CLAIMS 
WHERE PRINTCRAFT WAS NOT PREVAILING PARTY AND BASED ON 
CLAIMS WHICH ARE IN NO WAY RELATED TO ANY COMMERCIAL 
TRANSACTION 
In the event the Court does determine to award fees to 
Printcraft, such an award should be apportioned between distinct 
claims based upon the mixed relief recovered by the parties. 
Idaho's Court of Appeals has recently recogni~ed that in 
circumstances where there are truly multiple claims for differing 
relief, it is appropriate, in the Court's discretion, for the 
Court to split the claims when making a determination of the award 
of attorney fees. Nguyen v. Bui, 146 Idaho 187, 191 P.3d 1107 
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(Ida.App. 2008). The Supreme Court has also ruled: "When there are 
multiple claims, counterclaims, etc., each claim may be examined 
individually in addition to looking at the overall result. If it 
becomes apparent a party has prevailed on a particular claim or 
claims, the court may, in its discretion, apportion an award in a 
fair and equitable manner." Bream v. Benscoter, 139 Idaho 364, 
369, 79 P.3d 723 (2003). In this case because of the multiple 
claims seeking differing relief, the Court should apportion any 
award of attorney fees. 
a. Printcraft's Claim for Water Disconnection 
Printcraft's claim for Breach of Contract for water 
disconnection was an independent and distinct claim from the 
claims related to fraud by non-disclosure. This was not an 
alternative theory pled by Printcraft in an attempt to recover the 
same type of relief as Printcraft's other claims. The water 
disconnection claim was the subject of a Motion for Summary 
Judgment wherein the Court determined that Printcraft was only 
entitled to recover nominal damages. See Memorandum Decision and 
Order entered October I, 2008. Printcraft subsequently dropped its 
claim for water disconnection and did not try this claim to the 
jury despite the attorney fees that had been incurred by 
Printcraft in pursuing this claim and defending against 
Sunnyside's successful Motion for Summary Judgment. It is not 
equitable for Printcraft to recover attorney fees based upon the 
water disconnection claim, which was completely independent of the 
other claims asserted by Printcraft, where Printcraft in no way 
prevailed upon this claim. If the Court does award attorney fees 
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to Printcraft it should reduce that amount by all attorney fees 
Printcraft incurred related to the independent water disconnection 
claim. If such fees cannot be separately identified and 
segregated, the Court should apportion fees in a fair and 
equitable manner. 
b. Sunnyside's claims for Nuisance and Trespass 
Even though Printcraft avoided liability on Sunnyside's 
claims for Nuisance and Trespass, Printcraft should not be awarded 
any attorney fees expended in defending these claims under §12-
120(3), because they were not based on any commercial transaction 
between the parties. There is no statute cited by Printcraft, 
which allows Printcraft to recover fees for either nuisance or 
trespass, even as prevailing party. 
c. Attorney Fees to Pursue SPOA and SIPP 
The gravamen of Printcraft's Complaint against SPOA was tort 
based on non-disclosure. See Order on SPOA's Motion for Attorney 
Fees, entered April 2, 2009. Therefore, Printcraft is not entitled 
to any attorney fees from Sunnyside Park Utilities related to 
Printcraft's claims against SPOA. The gravamen of Printcraft's 
Complaint against SIPP was also tort based on non-disclosure. 
Therefore, Printcraft is not entitled to any attorney fees from 
Sunnyside Park Utilities related to SIPP. Printcraft has failed to 
distinguish any attorney fees that are related to its unsuccessful 
claims against SIPP and SPOA, therefore, Printcraft's Memorandum 
of Costs is insufficient to support any award of fees against 
Sunnyside Park Utilities. 
d. Attorney Fees Prior to Amendment to Add Fraud 
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Claims 
Printcraft should not be entitled to recover any fees prior 
to July 18, 2007, the date when Printcraft filed its Amended 
Complaint to add the causes of action for Fraudulent Non-
Disclosure. Printcraft's initial causes of action for Interference 
with Business Relationship, Interference with Contractual 
Relations, Injunction, Negligence and Breach of Contract were all 
dismissed on Sunnyside's first and second Motions for Summary 
Judgment. Sunnyside prevailed on all of these claims and should 
not be assessed with attorney fees relating to any of these causes 
of action. 
e. Attorney Fees Related to SPU Contract Claims 
Printcraft should not be entitled to recover any fees related 
to SPU's Breach of Contract claim. The Court found, as a matter of 
law, that Printcraft violated applicable state law and thereby 
breached the contract. Where the Court found as a matter of law 
that Printcraft's conduct was illegal, Printcraft cannot be 
rewarded by recovering attorney fees. The Court should at the very 
least, separate out attorney fees related to SPU's successful 
contract claim upon which SPU prevailed and was awarded damages by 
the Court. 
IV. THE ATTORNEY FEES CLAIMED ARE UNREASONABLE AND SHOULD 
BE REDUCED 
The attorney fees sought by Printcraft are unreasonable and 
excessive in multiple ways. Even if Printcraft is the prevailing 
party in a commercial transaction, which Sunnyside does not 
concede, Printcraft is only entitled to reasonable attorney fees. 
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All fees which are unreasonable either as to quantity of hours or 
rate charged should be denied. 
a. Legal work unrelated to this case 
Printcraft's requested attorney fees include mUltiple entries 
for attorney fees which are clearly not related in any way to this 
case, and concern criminal defense and title issues. Illustrative 
examples include the following: 
1. 6/15/07-"Telephone conference with Steve Herzog RE: Continue 
Pretrial Conference" 
2. 6/28/07-"Research and analysis RE: Discovery Rule on Tolling 
Time Period for Serving Notice of Tort Claim on Municipality" 
3. 7/9/07-"Attend Pretrial Conference on Citation" 
4. 7/11/07-"Letter to Travis Waters RE: Pretrial Conference and 
Prosecutor's Offer of Resolution" 
5. 7/16/07-"Receive and Review Photographs from Travis Waters 
RE: Citation on Improper Lane Change" 
6. 7/30/07-"Pre-trial Conference and Deal on Unsafe Left Hand 
Turn Change." 
7. 8/6/07-"Pay fines on plea agreement defective equipment and 
seat belt violation." 
8. 6/25/08-"Communication with Title Company. Prepare/Proof/Edit 
and Finalize Deeds of Trust." 
9. 8/14/08-"Deeds of trust revision work" 
10. 8/26/08-"Communicate with First American Titlei coordinate 
title insurance" 
In addition to the illustrative examples listed above, there are 
multiple other entries which are clearly not related to this case. 
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Furthermore there are multiple entries which could be related 
either to one of these other cases or could be related to 
Sunnyside t but because of the lack of detail in the entry it is 
impossible to determine. Printcraft should not be entitled to 
recover any of these unsubstantiated fees from Sunnyside. 
b. Secretary Time 
While fees may be awarded t in the Courtts discretion t for 
paralegal work t Printcraft has included in its billings multiple 
entries for obvious secretarial work. The correct approacht if the 
Court awards any paralegal fees t was set forth in Ventures v. 
Loucks, wherein the Court stated: 
In this case t the trial judge applied Rule 54(e) (1) ts 
restriction that fees may only be awarded for costs 
associated with attorney and paralegal work t distinguishing 
such costs from those incurred for clerical work. The trial 
judge evaluated povts initial submission of costs under the 
Rule and struck those items that were not properly paralegal 
work. 
144 Idaho 233 t 239 t 159 P.3d 870 (2007). 
Printcraftts claim for clerical work from its various legal 
assistants totals many thousands of dollars. Illustrative examples 
of such clerical work t include t but are not limited to: 
1. 10/8/07-SBJD-"Edited letter to Mark Fullerll 
2. 10/10/07-JWM- "Edited letter to Fullerll 
3. 10/24/07-JWM- "Edit/format discovery pleadingstt 
4. 10/26/07-SBJD-"Copy time. Edited the discovery responses. 
Drafted Notice of Service. Letter to Courtll 
5. 11/8/07-SBJD-"Prepared documents for expert. Copy Time. 1I 
Secretarial fees and copy time masquerading as paralegal fees 
billed at $85.00 per hour should be denied in total. 
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c. Fees Related to Inspection of Printcraft's 
Property 
After requiring the parties to "meet and confer" on October 
29, 2007, an inspection of the Printcraft building occurred, 
however, Printcraft refused to allow access to all of the 
building. See Affidavit of Mark R. Fuller, dated March 14, 2008, 
submitted in support of Sunnyside's Motion to Compel. Sunnyside 
was required to submit a second inspection notice, which also 
required a "meet and confer," before the inspection was allowed. 
Id. On February 6, 2008 the Second Inspection was rescheduled, 
however, 45 minutes before the inspection was to occur, counsel 
for Printcraft and CTR Management informed Sunnyside that 
Printcraft was unavailable and so only the inspection of the CTR 
Management portion of the building could occur. On March 14, 2008 
Sunnyside filed a Motion to Compel inspection of the entire 
building which was granted on April 11, 2008. All fees regarding 
these inspections were not reasonably incurred by Printcraft and 
could have been avoided if Printcraft would have allowed 
inspection of the entire building on October 29, 2007. Such fees 
were unreasonably increased by Printcraft's failure to allow the 
inspections, requiring the parties to meet and confer multiple 
times and required hearings on the Motion to Compel which was 
granted to Sunnyside. The Court should not award Printcraft any 
fees related to the inspections because such fees were not 
reasonably incurred. 
d. Rates excessive 
The rates set forth by the Affidavit of Michael Gaffney are 
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excessive and should be discounted to the prevailing rates for 
attorney fees in the area. Rates similar to those set forth in the 
Affidavit of Lane Erickson, para. 2, are the prevailing rates in 
Eastern Idaho law firms ($150-$185 per hour). This Erikson 
Affidavit is the only competent evidence in the record regarding 
prevailing fees and the court should discount Printcraft's claims 
for fees accordingly. 
V. DISCRETIONARY COSTS SHOULD BE DISALLOWED 
Printcraft is seeking various discretionary costs for legal 
research and for expert witnesses. Such costs should be disallowed 
because they are not exceptional within the context of the nature 
of the case. The Idaho Supreme Court has stated: 
A court may evaluate whether costs are exceptional within the 
context of the nature of the case. Hayden Lake Fire Prot. 
Dist. v. Alcorn, 141 Idaho 307, 314, 109 P.3d 161, 168 
(2005) (holding that the trial .court's denial of expert fees 
was not an abuse of discretion where 'the trial court 
considered the nature of [the] case as a class action and its 
effect on numerous Idaho business and found that although 
expert witnesses were necessary and their fee reasonable, the 
costs were not exceptional for a class action suit') i accord, 
Fish, 141 Idaho at 493-94, 960 P.2d at 175-76 (holding that 
the trial court's denial of expert witness fees was not an 
abuse of discretion where it found the costs were necessary 
and reasonable, but were not 'exceptional' because 'the vast 
majority of litigated personal injury cases ... routinely require 
an assessment of the accident and the alleged injuries by 
various sorts of doctors of medicine, accident 
reconstructionists, vocational experts and so on'). In this 
case, the trial court found that Seubert's and Intervenor's 
costs are 'routine costs associated with modern litigation 
overhead' in a condemnation case. The trial court did not 
abuse its discretion in denying the claim for discretionary 
costs. 
City of McCall v. Seubert, 142 Idaho 580, 588, (2006). In this 
case Printcraft's research costs, process service costs, and other 
claimed discretionary costs are simply routine costs associated 
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with modern litigation overhead. Printcraft has not provided any 
evidence that the fees incurred for "Lexis-Nexis lf are anything 
other than routine costs associated with modern litigation. Under 
IRCP 54(e) (3), only the reasonable cost of automated legal 
research may be recovered, "if the court finds it was reasonably 
necessary in preparing a party's case." While Printcraft seeks 
payment of legal research on a transactional/per hour basis, 
Printcraft has not established its counsel are billed on an hourly 
basis as compared to a standard monthly rate as utilized by the 
majority of law offices. Printcraft has not established why such 
automated legal research was reasonably necessary in preparing its 
case. Furthermore, there was nothing exceptional about 
Printcraft's expert witness costs in this case, as Printcraft 
decided not to call expert witnesses at trial. Printcraft's claims 
for discretionary costs should therefore be denied. 
CONCLUSION 
Printcraft's claim for attorney fees under §12-120(3) should 
be denied because the alleged commercial transactions Printcraft 
relies on to assert its claim are (1) not between the partiesi or 
(2) prohibited by law. Printcraft's claims for fraudulent non-
disclosure were not based upon commercial transactions and instead 
were based solely in tort. Even if the Court finds that Printcraft 
is entitled to attorney fees under §12-120(3), Printcraft's claims 
are excessive and should be significantly reduced. Printcraft 
should not be awarded discretionary costs because the costs it is 
claiming are simply routine costs associated with modern 
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litigation overhead and should not in the interest of justice be 
assessed against Sunnyside Park Utilities. 
DATED this day of April, 2009. 
Daniel R. Beck 
Attorney for Defendant 
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PRINTCRAFT PRESS, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation, and TRAVIS WATERS, ) 




COME NOW, defendants, Doyle Beck and Kirk Woolf, and object to Printcraft 
Press, Inc.'s Memorandum of Attorney Fees and Costs dated March 30, 2009 and served 
March 30,2009. 
Defendants Beck and Woolf specifically and expressly incorporate by reference 
all the points raised in objection dated April 13,2009 by defendant Sunnyside Park 
Utilities, Inc. to Printcraft Press, Inc. 's Memorandum of Attorney Fees and Costs. 
In addition, Beck and Woolf specifically object to Printcraft Press, Inc.' s 
Memorandum of Attorney Fees and Costs on the ground that there is no "commercial 
transaction" between Printcraft Press, Inc. and Beck and/or Woolf within the meaning of 
Idaho Code Section 12-120(3) for purposes of recovering an award of attorney's fees. 
In addition, Beck and Woolf specifically object to Printcraft Press, Inc.' s 
Memorandum of Attorney Fees and Costs on the ground that Beck and Woolf should not 
be liable for any attorney's fees and costs before the Third Amended Complaint was filed 
on September 29, 2008 because Beck and Woolf were not parties to the lawsuit until that 
time. 
This objection is based on this Objection To Memorandum of Attorney Fees and 
Costs is based, on the Brief In Support Of Objection To Memorandum Of Attorney Fees 
And Costs, and on the court's records and files. 
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DATED this l~ day of April, 2009. 
BryanD. S 
Attorneys for Defendants, 
Doyle Beck and Kirk Woolf 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~,b 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 13; day of April, 2009, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing OBJECTION TO MEMORANDUM OF ATTORNEY 
FEES AND COSTS to be served by placing the same in a sealed envelope and 
depositing it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, or by hand delivery, facsimile 
transmission, or overnight delivery, addressed to the following: 
[ ~ Mail Jeffrey D. Brunson, Esq. 
[ ] Facsimile Transmission Lance J. Schuster, Esq. 
[ ] Overnight Delivery John M. Avondet, Esq. 
[ ] Hand Delivery Michael D. Gaffney, Esq. 
[ ] Courthouse Mail Box BEARD ST. CLAIR 
2105 Coronado Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile Transmission 
[ ] 9:vernight Delivery 
[ '1'Hand Delivery 
[ ] Courthouse Mail Box 
Mark R. Fuller, Esq. 
Daniel Beck, Esq. 
FULLER & CARR 
410 Memorial Drive, Suite 201 
P. O. Box 50935 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405-0935 
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Bryan D. Smith, Esq. - ISB No. 4411 
B. J. Driscoll, Esq. - ISB No. 7010 
SMITH, DRISCOLL & ASSOCIATES, PLLC 
P. O. Box 50731 
414 Shoup Avenue 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 524-0731 
Telefax: (208) 529-4166 
Attorneys for Defendants, Doyle Beck, 
and Kirk Woolf 
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PRINTCRAFT PRESS, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation, and TRA VIS WATERS, ) 




On March 30, 2009, plaintiff served on defendants, Doyle Beck and Kirk Woolf, 
a Memorandum of Law re: Award of Attorney fees, Affidavit of Counsel and 
Memorandum of Attorney Fees and Costs, and Affidavit of Lane V. Erickson in Support 
of Attorney Fees and Costs. l Defendants Beck and Woolf file this brief in support of 
their objection to the request for attorney's fees and costs. In this regard, Beck and 
Woolf have specifically and expressly incorporated by reference all the points raised in 
the objection dated April 13,2009 by defendant Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. In 
addition, Beck and Woolf provide this brief that addresses specifically the issue that (1) 
no "commercial transaction" exists between Printcraft Press, Inc. and Beck and/or Woolf 
within the meaning ofIdaho Code Section 12-120(3) for purposes of recovering an award 
of attorney's fees; and (2) Beck and Woolf cannot be liable for any attorney's fees or 
costs incurred before September 29,2008. 
II. NO "COMMERCIAL TRANSACTION" EXISTS BETWEEN PRINTCRAFT 
AND BECK AND/OR WOOLF: 
Printcraft seeks an award of attorney's fees under the "commercial transaction" 
provision ofIdaho Code Section 12-120(3). A "commercial transaction" is defined in 
Section 12-120(3) as "all transactions except transactions for personal or household 
I Plaintiffs proof of service states that that these documents were hand delivered on March 27,2009. 
However, the truth in fact is that they were hand delivered on March 30, 2009. 
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purposes." "[A] commercial transaction does not arise in every instance in which a 
commercial relationship exists." Tolley v. THI Co., 140 Idaho 253, 263 (2004). "An 
award of attorney fees under this section is proper "if the commercial transaction is 
integral to the claim, and constitutes the basis upon which the party is attempting to 
recover." BECO Canst. Co., Inc. v. J-U-B Engineers, Inc., 145 Idaho 719, 726 (2008) 
(quoting Blimka v. My Web Wholesaler, LLC, 143 Idaho 723, 728 (2007) quoting Brower 
v. E.1 DuPont De Nemours and Co., 117 Idaho 780, 784, 792 P.2d 345,349 (1990)). 
Here, the court has found that "the evidence did not establish any contract 
between Printcraft and Beck or Woolf in their individual capacities.,,2 Moreover, Beck 
and Woolf never "transacted" any business with Printcraft within the meaning of Idaho 
Code Section 12-120(3). In the absence of a contract between Printcraft and Beck and/or 
Woolf in which the parties "transact" business, there can be no "commercial transaction" 
within the meaning of Section 12-120(3). BECO Canst. Co., Inc. v. J-U-B Engineers, 
Inc., supra, 145 Idaho at 719. Accordingly, Printcraft cannot recover attorney's fees 
against Beck and/or Woolf. 
III. THIS COURT CANNOT RELY ON THE "IMPLIED-IN-FACT" CONTRACT 
OR THE THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARY CONTRACT TO FIND A 
"COMMERCIAL TRANSACTION" WITH BECK AND/OR WOOLF. 
In connection with imposing a duty of disclosure on Sunnyside Park Utilities, 
Inc., this court has found that such a duty arises out of (1) the Third Party Beneficiary 
Agreement between Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. and the Sunnyside Park Owners 
Association, Inc. and the court's finding of (2) an "implied-in-fact contract between 
Printcraft and Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. as it related to the collection and treatment of 
2 See Memorandum Decision and Order on Motion for Directed Verdict dated March 31, 2009, p. 8. 
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Printcraft's waste.,,3 For the reasons set forth below, neither of these contracts 
establishes a "commercial transaction" between Printcraft and Beck and/or Woolf. 
A. This Court Committed Error When It Found An "Implied-In-Fact" 
Contract. 
In Idaho, "a contract implied in fact exists where there is no express agreement 
but the parties' conduct evidences an agreement." Jorgensen v. Coppedege, 145 Idaho 
524, 529 (2008). "Where an express contract exists, an implied contract between the 
same parties for the same contractual purposes is precluded from enforcement." In Re 
Estate of Boyd, 134 Idaho 669, 673 (Ct. App. 2000). "The reason for the rule presently is 
that the remedies for breach of an express contract, whether by law or by express 
agreement, afford adequate relief." Triangle Mining Co., Inc. v. Stauffir Chemical 
Company, 753 F.2d 734, 742 (1985). The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals has stated that 
the Idaho Supreme Court "would conclude that recovery based on an implied contract 
theory could not be had where an express contract governed the situation." Id. at fn. 6. 
Here, the court has ruled that Printcraft is an intended beneficiary of the third 
party agreement between Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. and Sunnyside Park Owners 
Association, Inc. There can be no dispute that the contract between Sunnyside Park 
Utilities, Inc. and Sunnyside Park Owners Association, Inc. relates "to the collection and 
treatment of Printcraft' s waste." In fact, it is beyond dispute that Printcraft could have 
sued Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. under the agreement to force Sunnyside Park Utilities, 
Inc. to take Printcraft's lawful waste if Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. had not taken 
Printcraft's lawful waste. Accordingly, Printcraft is a third party beneficiary to an 
express agreement that already exists for the same contractual purposes as the "implied-
3 See Memorandum Decision and Order on Motion for Directed Verdict dated March 31, 2009 p. 7. 
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in-fact contract" that the court found applicable. As stated by the Ninth Circuit, the Idaho 
Supreme court would not imply a contract under these facts because an express contract 
already governs the situation. Thus, this Court should not have found an "implied-in-fact 
contract" especially where remedies under the express agreement affords Printcraft 
adequate relief. 
Moreover, it is an axiomatic principle of contract law that formation of any 
contract must be supported by valid consideration. Great Plains Equipment, Inc. v. 
Northwest Pipeline Corp., 132 Idaho 754 (1999). Similarly, "[i]t is well established 'that 
a promise to do, or the doing of, what one is already bound by contract to do, is not valid 
consideration.'" Shore v. Peterson, 2009 WL 540542 (Idaho March 5,2009) (citing 
Dashnea v. Panhandle Lumber Co., 57 Idaho 232, 238 (1937) (quoting Indep. Sch. Dist. 
No.6 v. Mittry, 39 Idaho 282, 289, 226 P. 1076, 1078 (1924))). Importantly, a third party 
benefitted by an express contract between two other parties cannot claim the existence of 
an "implied-in-fact contract" with one of the parties to the express contract where the 
consideration for the "implied-in-fact" contract is a promise the party to the express 
contract was already obligated to do under the express contract. Murry v. Northrop 
Gruman Information Technoligy, Inc., 444 F.3d 169 (2nd Cir 2006). 
Here, Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. was under an obligation pursuant to its 2002 
express contract with Sunnyside Park Owners Association, Inc. "as it related to the 
collection and treatment of Print craft's waste" long before Printcraft ever moved into the 
subdivision. Specifically, under its express contract with Sunnyside Park Owners 
Association, Inc., Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. was already obligated to "collect" and 
"treat" Printcraft's waste before the court implied any in fact contractual obligation for 
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Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. to do so for Printcraft. Because Sunnyside Park Utilities, 
Inc. was already obligated to "collect" and "treat" Printcraft's waste, no valid 
consideration exists for the formation of an "implied-in-fact" contract. Accordingly, this 
"implied-in-fact" contract cannot serve as any "commercial transaction" for imposition of 
attorney's fees under Idaho Code Section 12-120(3). 
B. A Third Party Beneficiary Has No "Commercial Transaction" With The 
Parties To The Contract. 
No "commercial transaction" within the meaning ofIdaho Code Section 12-
120(3) exists between parties to a contract and a third party beneficiary to the contract. 
Tolley v. THL Co., 140 Idaho 253 (2004). In Tolley, the plaintiff, Marsha Tolley, sought 
recovery from THI as a third-party beneficiary of a contract between THI and various 
third party shareholders. Id. at 256-259. THI was the prevailing party. In deciding 
whether THI was entitled to attorney's fees under I.C. I.C. § 12-120(3), the Idaho 
Supreme Court found that even though Tolley was attempting to enforce alleged rights 
involving the contract between THI and various third parties, the lawsuit did not 
implicate a contract between tlte parties, i.e., Tolley and THI. Accordingly, the Court 
denied THI recovery of its attorney's fees under Section 12-120(3) for lack of any 
"commercial transaction." 
Specifically, the Court in Tolley stated that the third-party beneficiary claim at 
issue did not involve a "commercial transaction" within the meaning of Section 12-
120(3). "While the suit involved corporate matters, this did not implicate a 'commercial 
transaction' between the parties. This finding is consistent with the precedent which 
clearly states that a commercial transaction does not arise in every instance in which a 
commercial relationship exits." Id. at 262. '''[A]ttorney's fees are not appropriate under 
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I.C. § 12-120(3) unless the commercial transaction is integral to the claim, and 
constitutes tlte basis upon wlticlt tlte party is attempting to recover . .. .''' Id, (citing 
Brower v. E.J DuPont De Nemours & Co., 117 Idaho 780, 784 (1990) (emphasis added). 
An "'award of attorney fees is not warranted every time a commercial transaction is 
remotely connected with a case. '" Id 
Under Tolley, Printcraft cannot recover attorney's fees because Printcraft had no 
contract with Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc., Beck, or Woolf. The fact that Printcraft is a 
third party beneficiary of a "commercial transaction" between Sunnyside Park Utilities, 
Inc. and Sunnyside Park Owners Association, Inc. does not implicate any contract or any 
"commercial transaction" with Printcraft within the meaning ofIdaho Code Section 12-
120(3) for recovering attorney's fees. 
IV. PRINTCRAFT'S ARGUMENT IS WITHOUT MERIT THAT TWO 
COMMERCIAL TRANSACTIONS EXIST TO SUPPORT AN A WARD OF 
ATTORNEY'S FEES. 
Printcraft argues for two "commercial transactions" upon which Printcraft claims 
it can recover attorney's fees under Idaho Code Seciton 12-120(3). Specifically, 
Printcraft claims "commercial transactions" arising from (1) its occupying a commercial 
building in the Sunnyside Industrial Park under a ten year lease; and (2) its payment for 
utility services.4 As for this second "commercial transaction," Printcraft says that "it is 
undisputed that Printcraft paid SPU for the utility services on a monthly basis."s 
Printcraft even boldly claims that "the civil action arose from a transaction between the 
4 See Memorandum of Law Re: Award of Attorney's Fees, p. 6. 
5 See Memorandum of Law Re: Award of Attorney's Fees, p. 5, fn. 5. 
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defendants and Printcraft wherein the defendants agreed to provide septic services to 
Printcraft in an industrial park/or profit.,,6 
Here, the lease between Printcraft and CTR Management in no way implicates a 
"commercial transaction" between Printcraft and Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc., Beck or 
Woolf. If anything, the lease between Printcraft and CTR Management implicates a 
"commercial transaction" between Printcraft and CTR Management. 
As for Printcraft's claim that "the civil action arose from a transaction between 
the defendants and Printcraft wherein the defendants agreed to provide septic services to 
Printcraft in an industrial park/or profit," as demonstrated above, the Third Party 
Beneficiary Agreement obligated Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. to provide services to 
Printcraft (for profit or not) long before Printcraft ever moved into the Sunnyside Park 
Subdivision. Under Tolley, Printcraft cannot claim a "commercial transaction" as a third 
party beneficiary who is not a party to the third party beneficiary agreement. Moreover, 
Beck and Woolf were never obligated to provide sewer services. 
Moreover, although Printcraft says that "it is undisputed that Printcraft paid SPU 
for the utility services on a monthly basis,,,7 Printcraft never admitted any evidence that 
Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. billed Printcraft for utility services because Printcraft 
knows full well that Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. billed CTR Management, LLC for all 
utility services.8 Therefore, any utility services Printcraft paid to Sunnyside Park 
Utilities, Inc. were not pursuant to a "commercial transaction" with Sunnyside Park 
Utilities, Inc. but as the agent for CTR Management, LLC whom Sunnyside Park 
6 See Memorandum of Law Re: Award of Attorney's Fees, p. 5. 
7 See Memorandum of Law Re: Award of Attorney's Fees, p. 5, fn. 5. 
8 See Affidavit of Bryan D. Smith dated April 13, 2009. 
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Utilities, Inc. billed monthly for utility services.9 Printcraft cannot manufacture a 
"commercial transaction" just because CTR Management, LLC (Travis Waters) chose to 
have Printcraft (Travis Waters) pay the utility bill directly to Sunnyside Park Utilities, 
Inc. rather than have Printcraft pay CRT Management, LLC who would then pay 
Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. lo 
V. THE COURT SHOULD NOT AWARD ANY COSTS AGANST BECK AND 
WOOLF THAT PRINTCRAFT INCURRED BEFORE SEPTEMBER 29,2008. 
Printcraft filed the Third Amended Complaint on September 29,2008. Beck and 
Woolf were not parties to this lawsuit until that time. Accordingly, to the extent that the 
court awards Printcraft any costs, the court should not award any costs against Beck 
and/or Woolf that Printcraft incurred before September 29,2008 because Beck and 
Woolf were not even parties to this suit before that time. 
VI. CONCLUSION. 
For all the reasons set forth above, the court should award no attorney's fees 
against Doyle Beck and/or Kirk Woolf. To the extent that the court awards Printcraft any 
costs, the court should not award any costs against Doyle Beck and/or Kirk Woolf that 
Printcraft incurred before September 28, 2008, the date it filed the Third Amended 
Complaint adding Doyle Beck and Kirk Woolf as defendants. 
9 See Affidavit of Bryan D. Smith dated April 13, 2009. Evidence was presented at trial that CTR 
Management, LLC had tenants in the building other than just Printcraft. Presumably, each tenant was 
responsible for its pro rata share ofutilities depending on its lease with CTR Management, LLC. 
Sunnyside Park Utilities, Inc. simply billed CTR Management for all the utilities for the building and left it 
up to CTR Management, LLC how CTR Management, LLC would apportion and pay the utility bill. 
10 It is undisputed that CTR Development, LLC, not Printcraft, paid for the connection to the sewer system 
in the fIrst place. See Affidavit of Bryan D. Smith dated Apri113, 2009. Accordingly, Sunnyside Park 
Utilities, Inc. entered into the initial payment arrangement with CTR Development, LLC and sought 
payment from CTR Management, LLC, but never entered into any payment arrangement with Printcraft. 
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